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failing, he has no right to appeal to Congress to 
be indemnified for the loss he has sustained. | 
know the gentleman will take pleasure in answer- 
ing this point. Let me repeat it again, that the 
gentleman may more fully understand me. I[ 
maintain, before the House and the country, that 
the Government were embarrassed in consequence 
of the arrangement which was made by General 
Jesup. Thev were alarmed as soon as they dis- 
covered thi y ‘iad no authority to make such an 
arrangemei., and fully realized the awkwardness 
of this, if not its criminality. Harris, the Super- 
intendent of the Bureau of Indian Affairs, alone 
entered with Mr. Watson into the agreement, who 
was purchasing these slaves, if rightfully slaves, 
pe $50,000 or $60,000, for about $14,000, as a 
speculator. If, [I sav, he did not look into the 
title, and see what position it rested upon, and has 
not now a perfect title, there is no obligation upon 
this Government to indemnify him for what he 
paid the Creeks for their invalid claim. He has 
no business here to ask, at the hands of the Gov- 
ernment, to be remunerated for his loss. 

I will go no further. There is one ground upon 
which this claim can be predicated. If this Gov- 
ernment, through its authorized authorities, have 
entered into a final arrangement with this man, 
and encouraged his aforesaid purchase, and have 
pledged the faith of the Government, to deliver 
these slaves to him—I will not discuss the question 
of morals involved, and I care not how unlucky the 
compact—we are bound to maintain the plighted 
faith of the Government, and hold the authors re- 
sponsible to the animadversions, by public opinion. 
If such a case is made by the proof, the claim- 
ants have the right to be here to-day asking Con- 


gress to be remunerated for the loss they have sus- || 


tained. When that point is made out, my vote 
for the bill will be given most cheerfully. I beg 
gentlemen to waive all minor considerations. | 
The question is, whether the faith of the Govern- 
ment shall be preserved inviolate, or shall be 
trampled in the dust in the Halls of Congress. 

Mr. DANIEL. I suppose the gentleman is | 
throwing out these arguments to be answered. I 
think that is the true view of the case, though I 
differ in many respects from the gentleman. 

Mr. SWEETSER. That is the point upon | 
which this committee are to vote and act in rela- 
tion to the indemnification of this man. I do not 
care how long the engagement of the Government | 
was anterior to this time. If it is shown by the | 
record that this man Watson, made this purchase 
not exactly under the authority, but under the ad- 
vice of the Government, with the faith of the Gov- 
ernment pledged that his right, whatever it might 
be, should be secured to him, this Government | 
is bound to indemnify him. Now for the argu- 
ment of the gentleman from Maryland, {Mr. 
Wacsu.] He puts it upon the ground that the 
Government has converted the property—or done 
some act inconsistent with the right of Watson. 
[ understand that to be his assumption 

Mr. WALSH. They refused to deliver them 
upon demand, and permitted their officers to take 
them west of the Mississippi. 

Mr. SWEETSER. Now, if the Government, | 


after having sanctioned this arrangement made by || 


General Jesup with the Creek Indians, and the | 
subsequent, made by Watson with the Creeks for 
the purchase of the slaves, has been guilty of any 
act or connivance to relieve themselves from the | 
original contract—have been guilty of any wrong, | 
it is the duty of this Government, and it is the | 
duty of this aes of Representatives, to fully 
indemnify that man. There can be no question 
about it. Ler THE FAITH AND HONOR OF THE. 
GovERNMENT BE PRESERVED ALTHOUGH THE HEAY- 
ENS FALL. That is the principle which will con- 
trol my vote here. I hope the honorable gentle- 
man who will close this debate will show to this 
committee, and the country, that this bill is based 
upon the faith of the Government pledged to | 
Watson at the time he made the purchase of these 
slaves, or that the Government have been guilty | 
of some act of bad faith towards Watson, the pur- 
chaser, which fixes a moral obligation, if any | 
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such facts exist, which will authorize the passage 


of a bill so repugnant to all my opinions of pro- | 


priety or right. 


| 


I thank the gentlemen of the committee for the | 


indulgence they have given me upon this occasion. 
I say this case involves a grave and important 
principle. Let us now determine it upon this bill, 
at a time when there is a comparative calm in re- 


gard to this matter, in relation to the character of | 


yroperty that is so exceedingly delicate, and which 
had caused so much excitement in the land. Let 
us come up here, and vote like American repre- 
sentatives; and where the faith of the Government 
has bee. pledged, I care not with what understand- 
ing, it is sufficient for me that the honor of the 
country is at stake, to command my vote. Let 
that be shown, and let us record our votes in favor 
of a bill which will show, not only to the South, 
but to the whole country, that the people’s repre- 
sentatives, acting upon a great principle like this, 
will speak out, discharge their duty, and put thei: 
names upon the record of the country like men. 

Mr. JOHN W. HOWE. 1 understood that it 
was ont of courtesy to me, and at the instance of 
friends, that another hour was to be given to this 
debate. 1 feel under strong and lusting obligations 
to this committee, though, owing to some circum- 
stances not now fully made known and for which 
I cannot account, | have not had a moment of 
that time. 

Mr.DANIEL. Asnobody else seems disposed 
to occupy the floor, I will commence. 

Mr. SACKETT. I desire to move that the 
committee rise, for the purpose of extending the 
time, for the benefit of the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania, [Mr. Howe.} 

The motion was made for extending the time 
one hour, to enable him to resume the floor to 


finish his remarks, which sickness prevented him 


from doing heretofore. 

Mr. STANLY. I hope the committee will not 
rise that we may extend the time for debate, but 
I trust that by common consent the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. Howe,} who differs 
from me in views as widely as man can, will have 
that courtesy granted to him which was never 
denied to any gentleman under similar circum- 
stances; and I move that by general consent he 
have the balance of his time, which he lost on 
account of illness. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have no objection, if it is the 
pleasure of the House. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that 
the only method of which he is aware, under the 
rules, by which the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
can get the floor, is by the courtesy of the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, [Mr. Daniet,} who 
reported this bill, to yield him a portion of his 
time. The House having fixed the time at which 
the debate is to be closed, it is not in the power 
of the committee, even by common consent, to 
extend it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not know whether I shal! 
have an opportunity of reading to the House some 


| testimony which has not yet been read, and sub- 


mit such remarks as | may deem pertinent. If I 
was sure I should have ample time, I would not 
have the least objection to yield a portion of my 
hour to the honorable gentleman from Pennsylva- 
nia. I will do this much: I will endeavor to get 
through the material points of the case as soon aa 
possible, and then, if I can, | will yield to the 
gentleman a portion of my time. 

Mr. HOWE. I will only state—— 

Mr. DANIEL. How much time had the gen- 
tleman before? 

Mr. HOWE. There is no record of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
debate is known. 

Mr. DANIEL. The gentleman commenced 
and spoke some days ago. 

Mr. HOWE. I spoke, I should think, about 
twenty minutes. I called upon Mr. Disney after- 
wards to know the length of time—— 

Mr. SACKETT. I move that the committee 
rise. 


Mr. DANIEL. 


TERMS $3 FOR THIS S 


The time for closing the | 


| 


I hope the committee will not i 
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rise. We have consumed some two days in this 
debate already. fam entitled to the floor, 
will not yield it for any such purpose. 

Mr. STANLY. Has anybody objected to the 
proposition | made? I ask that by general con 
sent, and as an act of courtesy, the gentlemap 
from Pennsylvania be allowed the balance of his 
hour, without interfering with the rights of my 
colleague. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have no objection if it is not 
taken out of my time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state to 
the gentleman from North Carolina, {[Mr. Stantr,} 
that, inasmuch as the House has by its own order 
fixed the time for closing this debate, the com- 
mittee cannot, by unanimous consent even, change 
that order. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have heretofore expressed 
the opinion that a great deal of irrelevant matter 
had been introduced into this discussion—matter 
which was not at all necessary to decide upon the 
merits of this claim. 


and 


l really think the true view 
to be taken of this case is in accordance with the 
suggestions made by the gentleman from Ohio, 
{Mr. Sweerser,] though 1} differ from the views 
which he entertains as to what the decision should 
be. Although this irrelevant matter has been m 
troduced into the discussion, it may not be im 
proper to notice some of the points adverted to 
before | shall proceed to show that, independent 
of these considerations, the petitioner is clearly 
entitled to the relief which he demands. Thechief 
objection which has been raised is, that these cap 
tors of the Seminole Indians posse ssed no prop 
erty whatever in these slaves. ‘That objection 
has heretofore been raised by the gentlema: 


New 


House at a former occasion 


from 
York, (Mr. Sackerr,] who addressed the 
upon this bill. He 
insisted first, that the contract would not embrace 
slaves. He further insisted that General Jesup 
had no right to make such acontract. That is re- 
iterated by my friend from Ohio, [Mr. Sweersen.} 
He further remarked that this transaction between 
General Jesup and the Seminoles had not been 
recognized by the Government. ‘Taking all these 

positions to be on his side, he said that there was 
no merit in thisclaim, and that we are not author 

ized to pay it. I think the gentleman is clearly 
wrong in all these positions. I have seen a very 
intelligent letter from General Jesup, published 
after the discussion, some days ago, explaining the 
agency which he had in this matter. He retter- 
ates in that letter all the facts, and shows that 
slavery did exist among the Seminoles. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I rise to a point of order. 
I desire to know whether the gentleman’ from 
North Carolina [Mr. Dante] is at liberty, by the 
rules of the House, to discuss this question, and 
bring into the case matter that has pot heretofore 
appeared in evidence before the House? That is 
my point of order. 

Mr. DANIEL. The gentleman himself has 
just given us an evidence of such a range of re- 
mark 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state, that 
the rule cannot be applied in this case. In this 
committee the gentleman from North Carolina, 
{Mr. Dantet,] in the opinion of the Chair, will be 
in order when he confines himself to the subject 
before the House, whether the evidence has ap- 

eared heretofore or at any period whatever, or 
whether it has been introduced into this discussion 
before or not. 

Mr. DANIEL. It is not very material, but | 
thought it proper to state this. I have seen the 
letter. General Jesup states what he had previ- 
ously stated, and expresses the opinion that the 
petitioner was entitled to $8,000, he having agreed 
to give that price for the slaves. So far as the 
contract is concerned, it is unnecessary for me to 
consume any more time in reading the several dis- 
patches made to the War Department by General 
Jesup and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. 
They have all been referred to by the gentleman 
from New York, {Mr. Surnertanp,] who has juat 
taken his seat. They show the understanding of 
General Jesup, and the understanding of the Com- 
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missioner of Indian Affairs, (Mr. Harris.) But ! the negroes were 


there is some additional testimony 1 propose to 
read, showing the understanding of the Secretary 
of War, (Mr. Poinsett.) Allof this, I think, goes 
conclusively to show what construction was put 
upon the engagement made by General Jesup with 
the Creek warriors. The Creeks understood this 
contract in the same light in which General Jesup 
says he understood it—in which Mr. Harris un- 
derstood it, in which the Secretary of War under- 
stood it. After all this,can there be any doubt, 
notwithstanding the objections raised and ex- 
pressed by gentlemen opposed to this bill? It seems 
to me that it would be exceedingly unreasonable for 
us to shut our eyes against all these expositions of 
the true import of that contract, as to the power 
of General Jesup. We know in what light the 
Indians have always been regarded by this Gov- 
ernment. Weexercisea supervisory and parental 
control over them, but, in a great many respects, 
we regard and treat them as independent nations. 
They are quasi nations, and in that light we make 
treaty stipulations with them. Wemake conven- 
tions and arrangements with them through the 
Executive branch of the Government. That is 
very frequently done. How was it here? We 
were engaged in a war with the Seminoles in Flor- 
ida. ‘There was another tribe of Indians who were 
friendly to the United States. They were willing, 
by the inducements held out by eneenetts to 
engage as his allies in that war. They did en- 
gage as allies, and received pay. In addition to 
that, they wereto have all the property they cap- 
tured, slaves as well as other property. Now, it 
may be said that this arrangement was never sub- 
mitted to the Senate. But it has received the 
sanction of the Government subsequently—of 
every branch of the Government. Whether there 
was doubt or not, as to the authority of General 
Jesup to enter into this arrangement with the Creek 
warriors, there can be no sort of doubt that, in 
pursuance of such arrangement, the slaves in ques- 
tion were captured by the Creek warriors, who 
claimed them as their property. 

Well, sir, what was to be done with them? 
Hostilities were going on. They were taken into 
the custody of the United States by authority of 
the United States officers, and they were held 
in the custody of the United States for the use and 
benefit of the Creek warriors. That is plainly to 
be seen in the whole correspondence in relation to 
this matter, as | showed on a former occasion. 
General Jesup entered into negotiations with the 
Creek warriors, who were entitled to the slaves, 
to purchase their interest in them, with a view of 
sending them to Africa; and he actually ordered 
Lieutenant Searle to pay the Creeks $8,000 for 
their interest in the slaves. When that sum of 
money was tendered to the Creek warriors, they 
refused to accept it; they wanted more. The ar- 
rangement, therefore, was not consummated, and 
the slaves were still held in the custody of the 
Government for the use and benefit of the Creek 
warriors, Well, sir, what takes place next? A 
delegation of the Indians proceeded to Wash- 
ington, in company with Indian agent Arm- 
strong, for the purpose of making some arrange- 
ment in regard to these slaves. ‘They came here 
and demanded the delivery of the slaves then held 
in the possession of the United States, for their 
use and benefit. The Government of the United 
States was then engaged in the work of removing, 
not only the Seminoles, but the Creeks also, west 
of Arkansas, and on | were sensible of the con- 
sequences which would result if the negroes were 
removed to theterritory to which those tribes were 
to be transferred. If they had been sent there as 
the property of the Creeks, the Seminoles would, 
no eae have claimed them. If they had been 
permitted to go there as the property of the Sem- 
inoles, the Creeks would have been dissatisfied, 
and would have claimed them, and a deadly war 
would, iu all probability, have ensued. This, then, 
was the position in which the Government was 
placed; and, if Judge Iverson is to be believed— 
and no one who knows him can doubt his state- 
ment—while the Government was thus perplexed, 
from motives of humanity, and seeking some 
means whereby such direful consequences to the 
two tribes might be avoided, a proposition was 
made to General Watson, on the part of the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, to buy out the right 
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in the custody of the Govern- 
ment, and that they should be delivered to any 


| person that the Creek warriors would authorize to 


receive them. After this was fully understood, 
after the price was agreed upon between Watson 
and the Creek warriors, under the advice of the 
Indian agent, he procured the money, and paid it 


| to the Indian agent, Armstrong, and a bill of sale 


was made to Watson; and a power of attorney 
given by the Creek warriors to a man by the name 
of Collins, authorizing him to go to Fort Pike, 


| and to demand the slaves of the officers who had 


| the negroes. 


custody of them; and orders were issued from the 
War Department to deliver them up. 

Collins proceeded to Fort Pike and demanded 
But before he got there, and indeed, 
it would seem from the different dispatehes, just 
about the time that the Creek warriors arrived in 
Washington, the Seminoles reached Fort Pike on 
their way to the West. They were there brought 
in contact with these slaves previously captured 
from them and sent there. Being thus brought 
together the Seminoles manifested great unwilling- 
ness to go west unless their former slaves were per- 
mitted to accompany them. Lieutenant Reynolds, 
who was charged with the transportation, was 
unable to detach the slaves from their former 
owners and effect a delivery, to use persuasive 
means, which alone he felt authorized to use. 
Hoping that he might find an opportunity of de- 


| livering the slaves at or before he reached Fort 


| requested to deliver the slaves to Collins. 
that there was no prospect of doing it without the | 


of the Creek warriors, the Executive Department || 
of the Government informing him in advance that |! executed by all of said delegation, to the said Watson, 


Gibson, Mr. Collins accompanied Lieutenant Rey- 
nolds and the emigrating party to Natchez, and 
there meffectual efforts were made to deliver the 
negroes without the application of force. Not 
succeeding in obtaining them there he proceeded 
to Fort Gibson. First, however, at Little Rock 
an application was made to the Governor of Ar- 


kansas for aid in effecting a delivery of the slaves, | 


but the Indians manifested so much excitement 
when they saw that there was some disposition to 
wrest their slaves from them that the Governor 
refused to afford any aid, and directed those 
having the Indians and slaves in charge to remove 
them as soon as possible. At Fort Gibson an ap- 
peal was made to General Arbuckle, and he was 


He saw 


application of force, and as he did not feel author- 
ized to resort to force, he declined and permitted 
the Seminoles to retain possession of the slaves. 

These are the material facts of the case. The 
money which was paid by Watson was taken to 
the Creek nation and divided among the Indians. 
The affidavit of Colonel Armstrong shows that 
the money was received and divided. [tis as fol- 
lows: 


District of Columbia, Washington County: 


Personaily appeared before ine, William Armstrong, who 


being sworn, saith that he now is, and was in the year 1838, 
superintendent of the Western Indians, and was at Wash- 
ington city in the spring of 1838, im company with a dele- 
gation of Creek chiefs, who represented and acted as the 


ageuts or attorneys of the Creek warriors who served in | 


Florida under General Jesup, and who claimed a number 
of negro slaves whom they had captured in Florida from 
the Seminole Indians, under and by virtue of an arrange- 
ment or contract made with General Jesup. That said de- 
legation of chiefs acted under a power of attorney from the 
said Creek warriors, and had ample and full authority to 
ask for, demand, receive, and dispose of said negroes, who 
at that time were understood to be in the possession of the 
officers of the United States, at Fort Pike, near New Or- 
leans, and had been there for several months previous. 
That whilst at Washington in said spring of 1838, deponent, 
at the instance and on behalf of the said delegation, made 
application to the Secretary of War, to cause said negroes 
to be delivered to said Indians, or their agents, or to be paid 
a fair value for them. That it was advised and deemed bet- 
ter by the officers of the Department, or at least by the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, that the negroes should not be 
transported to the west by said Creeks, but that it would 
be more prudent and proper to sell or dispose of the same, 
so that they might remain east of the Mississippi. 


tion thatsuch population ought not to be increased amongst 
the Western Indians, and because their presence there was 
likely to give rise to serious difficulties between the Creeks 
and Seminoles, This deponent concurred in the advice 
given to said delegation to sell said negroes, and they were 
accordingly sold by said delegation to General James C. 
Watson, of Columbus, Georgia, who was then at the seat 


of Government on other business, at and for the sum of 


$14,600, which was paid in cash, part in this city, and part 
in the city of Philadelphia, which said money was placed 
in my hands by said chiefs, for safe-keeping and distribu- 
tion amongst the warriors who were entitled to the same ; 
and which was subsequently carried by deponent to Arkan- 
sas, and paid out to those entitled thereto, at a council held 
on the 4th of July, 1838. This deponent knows that at the 
time of the consummation of said contract, a bill of sale for 
said negroes, in number about one hundred and three, was 


7 
In this 
| Opinion, this deponent fully concurred, under the convic- | 
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which was witnessed by deponent and other 

Deponent has no doubt that said sale and purcha 
and bona fide, and that it was the most politic disposition 

which could have been made of said negroes, both for the 
Indians and the Government of the United States. This 
deponent is fully satisfied that said negroes, being now jy 
the possession of the Seminole Indians west, and hayiy, 

been surrendered to them by the Government officers yw) . 
had charge of them at the time of said sale, contd not now 
be obtained or reclaimed by said J. C. Watson, or any 
other person, on behalf of said Creeks, without the aid of 
the Government, and the use of a niilitary foree, and even 
then their recovery would be attended with great diffie, 
and expense, and, probably, produce much exciten 


Witnesses, 
se Was fair 


ilty 


‘ ent 
amongst the Indians. 
With a fall knowledge of the facts in the case, this depo- 


nent feels it his duty, as an officer of the Government 
and as intimately connected with Indian relations, and 
thoroughly acquainted with these interests, to express the 
opinion that every consideration of justice and policy re 
qatres that the said J. C. Watson should be remunerated 
and paid for said negroes, the amount which he has ex. 
pended in consequence of said sale, and the prosecution of 
his claim under it. WM. ARMSTRONG, 
Act. Sup. Ind. Affairs, Were 
Sworn to and subscribed before me, this 29th June, 1840: 
CLEMT. T. COOTE, 
Justice of the Peace. 
P. S. In addition to the foregoing affidavit, the deponent, 
William Armstrong, further swears that he knows that the 
said claimant, James C. Watson, ineurred large expenses 
im the prosecation of said claim. That as many as three 
agents, to wit: John H. Watson, of Georgia, Nathanie) F. 
Collins, and Barrant Dubose, of Alabama, were all wes, 
of Arkansas, the two hatter of whom remained some mouths 
in the country west, endeavoring to obtain possession of 
said negroes, which was finally refused by the officers of 
Government who had them tm charge, and the negroes & 
livered over to the Seminole Indians West by the said 
| officers. WM. ARMSTRONG, 
Act. Sup. Ind. Affairs, West. 
Sworn to before me, as above: 


CLEMT. T. COOTE, 
Justice of the Peuce. 

_ Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me, from this 
statement, that those points which have been raised 
by the gentleman from New York, [Mr. Sack- 
eTT,] and by othergentlemen who are opposed to 
the passage of this bill,do not necessarily arise. | 
think it is perfectly immaterial to determine wheth- 
er the Creek warriors hada valid titleor not. The 
Government was the bailee of the Creeks, for 
these slaves. ‘They had received them into their 
custody, for the use and benefit of these Creek 
warriors. The Creek warriors transferred their 
title—perfect or imperfect—to Watson, and he paid 
them for it. But he was so cautious and provident 
that, before he would purchase, he even obtained 
from the bailee—if | may so express myself—who, 
upon principles of law, was under obligation to 
deliver the property to the bailors, without any 

| previous arrangement or assurance, that the slaves 

| should be delivered to the Creek warriors, or to 

their regularly-authorized agent, when required. 

But, sir, the slaves were not delivered to the agent 

of the Creeks, when required. Then was there nota 

clear violation of a legal obligation on the part of 
the Government, to the prejudice, nay, the ruin of 

a citizen? And is not the Government bound, 

upon every principle of law and equity, to indem- 

nify that citizen, whose rights have been thus vio- 
lated ? 

Why, sir, it seems to me that there never was 
a case of greater injustice than the facts of this 
case present. This money, paid by Watson, 
inured to the benefit of the United States. Sup- 
pose that the interest of the Creek warriors had 
not been purchased by Watson, do you think they 
would have rested content, and allowed the slaves 
to remain in the possession of the Seminoles? No, 
sir; if they had not been paid by Watson, or by 
the Government, they would have made eflorts to 
obtain possession. 

And now, forsooth, after the Government has 
received the benefit of the purchase-money, and 
been released from its engagement with the Creek 

yarriors, we find gentlemen rising here and saying 
there is no obligation here to refund the money, 
and redress an injury, which the Government itself 
has occasioned. It seems to me that law, justice, 
and honor, equally require the redress of this 
| grievous and ruinous injury. 
I said, the other day, when I attempted to reply 
to the objections which had been raised to this 

' bill, that it was hardly necessary to do so. I 
think so now. They can all be met and answered, 

both in regard to the facts and to the law. If | 
deemed it necessary, I would attempt to show that 
in all their objections, as well of fact as of law, 
| the opponents of the bill are mistaken. But I will 
not consume the time of the House by going into 
that part of the subject. 

In regard to facts, I propose to have read some ~ 
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,apers which have not been before read, and which 


will go to disprove the position taken by the oppo- 
nents of the bil. It has been said that this ar- 
rangement has rot been sanctioned by the Gov- 
ernment. Here is a letter from the Secretary of 
War to John W. Jones, chairman of the Committee 
of Ways and Means, which I| read the other day; 
but as some gentlemen are here to-day who were 
not on that day, I will read it again: 


War Derarrment, July 11, 180. 
Sir: I have the henor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
jetter of this date, accompanied by a copy of a resolution 
passed by the Committee of Ways and Means, in relation 
t the claims of Smith and Watson, to the effect that if the 
War Department will say that it requires the appropriations 
to carry inte effect the ludian treaty under which those 
claims respectively arise, and, upon such an appropriation 
being made, will pay the claims, the committee will put the 
appropriation in the bill. : 7 : . 
These claims did not both arise from the execution of a 
treaty, but stand on distinct grounds. Theclaim of Smith 
arises from transactions to carry into effect the treaty of 
New Echota for the removal of the Cherokees from the 
States east to the territory set apart for them west of the 
Mississippi. The apprepriation asked for is therefore want- 
ed to carry into effect the treaty, and upon its being made 
for that purpose the Department will pay Mr. Smith’s claim. 
Mr. Watson’s claim arises under a contract made by 
General Jesup with the Creek warriors, which was sanc- 
tioned by the Department. The appropriation asked for is 
required to enable the Department to comply with that con- 
yact, and to carry it into effect—and upon its being made 
by Congress this claim will also be paid. 
. Very respectfully, your mest ebedient servant, 
J. R. POINSETT. 
fon. J. W. Jones, Chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means, House of Representatives. 
Wark DePrarTMENT, 
Orrice INDIAN AFrairs, May 9, 1838. 
Sir: The decision made a few days since, that the ne- 
groves captured by the Creck warriers in Florida should, in 
compliance with the engagement of General Jesup, be de 
livered to the delegation now here, has been communicated 
to them, with the intimation that when they had determined 
what disposition would be made of them, and communica 
ted information of the same to this Department, the neces- 
sary orders would be issued. In a communication just re- 
ceived from the delegation, they state they have appointed 
Nathaniel F. Collins, of Alabama, their attorney in fact, to 
receive the negroes. I have the honor to request that an 
order may be issued to the commanding Officer at Fort Pike, 
to Major Isaac Clark, at New Orleans, to the commanding 
officer in Florida, and to any other officers who may have 
charge of them, to deliver to Mr. Cellins all the negroes in 
question. He will, @f course, hold them subject to the 
tawful claims of all white persons. Abraham and his fam 
ily should be excepted, in consequence of a promise made 
by General Jesup. The officers should be instructed to ex- 
ercise due caution, so as to deliver only those captured by 
the Creeks. Itis preper to remark, that it appears from 
a letter received trom Lieutenant Sloan, that these Ladiaus 
retused the $8,000 offered them, under the direction of Gen- 
eral Jesup, tor their interest in these negroes. 
Very respectiully, your most obedient servant, 
Cc. A. HARRIS, Commissioner. 
Captain 8S. Cooper, dcting Secretary of War. 
War DePparTMENT, 
Orrice InpIaN Arrarrs, July 1, 1840. ; 


Sir: Since my report to you of 8th Aprillast, was trans- 
mitted to the honorable Mr. Dawson, a member of the Com- 
mittee of the House of Representatives of Claims, authentic 


information has been received ot the price paid by General i| 


James C. Watson for the negroes taken by the Creek In- 
dians in Florida, to the capture and purchase of whom that 
report related. 

These prisoners were the property of their captors, by 
the agreement between the Creek warriors and General 
Jesup. The difficulty about the possession of them, the ac- 
tion ofthe Government therein, and the purchase of them 
by the present claimant, have been lieretofore examined, 
and are fully understood. ‘These negroes cannot, under the 
circumstances, be obtained by General Watson, and I have 
heretofore recommended that the money be paid the Creeks 
for them, and intereston it, should be refunded to him—buat 
the amount of the consideration was then unknown here. 

It now appears from the testimony of Captain Wm. Arm- 
strong, taken on the 29th ultimo, that the contract between 
the Creek chiefs and General Watson for these slaves, 
(which it seems is now mislaid or lost,) was witnessed by 
him in the spring ot 1838, that it was fair, and, considering 
the risk of colhsion between the Creeks and Seminoles in 
the west on the subject of the negroes, should they be car- 
ried there, he thinks the sale of them, before they reached 
Arkansas, was politic; that the consideration of the said 
sale was $14,600, which was, by the direction of the Creek 
chiefs, who were empowered to act in the premises for the 
Creek warriors that had been in Florida, paid to the depo- 
nentin trust for those entitfed to it, and that it was actually 
paid over to them by him in the Indian country, on the 4th 
of July, 1838. The dates of the contract and of the pay 


ments to Captain Armstrong are not given; but the Ist of 


May may be regarded as the time, without the risk of injus- 
tice either way. 

These negeoes cannot be obtained by General Watson. 
Any attempt at enforcing a claim to them under the Creek 
warriors would perhaps have resulted in a conflict, and as 
the hazard of such an issue prevented the use of more than 
persuasive means, | think General Watson has a just claim 
on the United States for the money he paid, and interest. 

The amount paid, as already stated, was......314,600 

Iuterest from May 1, 1838, to July 1, 1840..... 1,898 
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For this sum of $16,498 | think an appropriation ought to 
be made, and respecttully recommend, if it meets your ap 
probation, that a communication be made to the chairman 
of the Committee of Ways and Means, asking for it. 

Very respectiulty, your obedient servant, 
T. HARTLEY CRAWFORD. 
Hon. J. R. Poinserr, Secretary of War. 

I have before me other letters and documents, 
recognizing this transaction, but | think it un- 
necessary to consume the time of the House by 
reading them. They fully sustain the case as it has 
been presented. ‘The Executive branch of the 
Government having failed to discharge the obliga- 
ton which it bad incurred, has repeatedly recom- 
mended what the- Government is, in equity, in 
conscience, and in honor, bound to do—to refund 
the money to General Watson’s representatives, 


| with interest. It is the recommendation, also, of 


| 
| 
j 
| 
} 


the Commissioner of Indian Aflairs. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, | call upon those who 


| oppose this bill, if they will not retund the money, 


to say what they willdo. Will they comply with 


| our engagement, and have these slaves now deliv- 


| ered up to the Creek warriors? 


If you will not 


| refund the money, the Creeks will be satisfied, 


perhaps, if the Government will fulfill its engage- 
ment, and deliver up the negroes; and Watson's 


| representatives will propably be satisfied with such 
| an arrangement. Having taken possession of the 


slaves, and stipulating to deliver them up, and 


| failing to do so, it seems to me there is no alter- 


| native left, compatible with justice and honor, but 
| to refund the money, or for the Government to 
| discharge its obligation to the Creek warriors by 


| 


| 
| 


delivering up the slaves to them. 

Mr. Chairman, as | have time, I will offer a few 
remarks in opposition to the position which has 
been advanced, that slavery is not recognized by 


| the Constitution and laws of the Federal Govern- 
| ment. Some instances have already been cited, 


| 
} 
| 
| 
} 


i 
| 


to show that this is altogether erroneous. ‘The 
Constitution does recognize slaves both as prop 
erty and as persons; and it seems to me that 


! no gentleman having any correct Knowledge of the 
Constitution can doubt it. Most of the enlicht- 


ened men of the North, whose constitutional opin- 


| lons are of any weight, however strong their anti 
| Slavery feelings may be, admitit. But that is not 


j all, Slaves have been recognized as property by 
| our navigation laws. They have been so recog- 


| nized by our laws imposing direct taxes, and in 
| enforcing executions at the instance of the United 


| 
| 
| 


States against owners of slave property in the 
slave States. Yet gentlemen assert that slaves 


| are notrecognized as property in the action of the 


Federal Government. Why, sir, there never was 


| a grosser mistake, with all due deference to those 


} 


‘ 


| 


who assert the position. 

Mr. Chairman, those who insist that there must 
be a local law to authorize slavery, are altogether 
mistaken. I believe there are no States where 
any regulations by law were made anterior to the 
introduction of slave property. That is the case 


| in my own State, and in Virginia and Georgia; 


| and it was the case, I presume, in all the States in 


wifich it does and has existed. Slavery was in- 


| troduced into the colonies, there being no legis- 


lative enactment against its introduction, mainly 
by the African Company, which was chartered, 
I think, in the reign of Queen Elizabeth. Queen 
Elizabeth, herself, is said to have been interested in 


| the slave trade. 


j 
| 


There are, it is true, laws recognizing this spe- 


| cles of property in most of the States—not author- 


izing it, for it previously existed there. Most of 


| these laws are humane in their provisions. Sla- 
| very existed by virtue of the manners and cus- 

toms of the Cherokees. That it did exist there, 
| that slaves were recognized as property by the 


| 


Cherokees, we have abundant proof, from the dis- 
patches of General Jesup who was amongst them, 
and who knew what their insitutions were; and 
also from officers who were there, and who cer- 


| tainly were more competent to speak upon this 


| 
+) 


point than any of us. All join in testifying that 


| slavery did exist there. And I think, therefore, that 


General Jesup was warranted in assuming that 
the negroes that were captured were slaves, unless 


| the contrary appeared. That, sir,is the presump- 


tion of law in the slave States. A man is ee 


| sumed to bea slave because he is black. And 
| why? Because nearly all the black people are 
| slaves. But a man isat liberty, if he is a freeman, 


| to show that fact. Now, such was the case here. | 


Slavery existed among the Cherokees. It was 
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confined to that class of the population, and Gen- 
eral Jesup, and those who captured these slaves, 
were warranted in assuming that they were the 
property of the Seminoles, unless the contrary 
appeared. I think, Mr. Chairman, all the objec- 
tions which have been urged against this bill are 
not well founded in fact or law. And if the ob- 
jections were well founded, it would not put the 
Government in any better position. ‘The Govern- 
ment failed to comply with its engagement. If it 
had complied with it, no matter whether the prop- 
erty was worthless or not, that was Watson's 
business. But there is no doubt but it would have 
been a very valuable speculation to General Wat- 
son, if the Government had complied with its 
assurances. But, sir, not only have all the advan- 
tages he anticipated been lost to him, but it ts actu- 
ally insisted that he shall not even get back the 
money which went torelieve the Government from 
its engagements to the Creeks. 

It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that those who 
can considerately oppose this bill do not evince 
that sensitive regard for the honor of the nation 
which they ought. It has been suggested to me 
by a colleague of mine, or rather a quesuon has 
been asked, Why all this delay since 18338? Why, 
sir, 1 think very like ly that this sort of feeling that 
has exhibited itself upon this occasion has had 
some tendency to produce it. 

I can say this much, that the Executive Depart 
ment of the Government, the Secretary of War, 
and the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, have re 
peatedly recommended an appropriation to meet 


this claim against the Government. For some 
cause or other it has not been made by Congress. 
It has been before ho committee, so far us my 
knowledge extends—and IL believe | have exam 
ined the whole case—that have made au adverse 
report upon tt, 

| Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. DANIEL. I move that the committee do 
now rise, and report the bill to the Hlouse. 

The question was then taken, and the motion 
was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose, and the Speaker 
having resumed the chair, the chairman of the 
committee reported, that the Committee of the 
Whole House had had under consideration House 
bill No. 136, being a bill for the relief of the legal 
Wats on, 
late of the State of Georgia, and had instructed 
him to report tre same back to the House with 
out amendment, and with a recommendation that 
it do pass. 

The SPEAKER. The question is upon order- 
ing the bill to be engrossed for the third reading. 

Mr. DANIEL. I demand the previous ques 
tion. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I rise, sir, to a privileged 
que stion. I movethatthe House do now adjour rn. 

The question was then taken, and the House 
refused to adjourn. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The bill was then read a second time, and ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading; and having 
been engrossed, was read the third tmme. 

Mr. CABELL, of Florida. 1 move that when 
the House adjourns to-day, it be to meet on Mon- 
day next. 

This motion was agreed to. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania. I move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. STUART. For the purpose of determin- 
ing the sense of the House upon this question, I 
demand tellers upon the motion to adjourn. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Hamuron 
and CHANDLER were appointed ; and 

The question being taken, the tellers reported— 
ayes 47, noes 75. 

"So the House refused to adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs 
upon the passage of the bill. ' ' 

Mr. DANIEL. 1 move the previous question 
upon the passage of the bill. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question was ordered to be put. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, demanded 
the yeas and nays; which were ordered. 

The question was then taken, and the result 
was—yeas 79, nays 53; as follows: 

VY EAS—Messrs. Aiken. W. Appleton, Ashe, Averett, D 


J. Bailey, Bocock, Bowie, Bragg, Breckinridge, Brooks, 
Albert G. Brown, E. Carrington Cabell, Chandler, Chastain, 


representatives of General James C 


i 
% 
3 





r 
i 


# 
% 
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eat 


Clark, Clingman, Cottman, Daniel, Dean, Dockery, Ewing, 
Faulkner, Florence, Freeman, Grey, Hamiiton, 
Henn, Hibbard, Howard, Ingersoll, Jackson, Andrew John- 
son, James Johnson, George W. Jones, Kuhns, Landry, 
Letcher, Humphrey Marshall, Martin, McCorkle, MeMut- 
lin, McNair, McQueen, Miller, John Moore, Morehead, 
Nabers, Orr, Andrew Parker, Samuel W. Parker, Penni- 
man, Phelps, Polk, Porter, Powell, Price, Riddle, Robbins. 
Koss, Schermerhorn, Scudder, Scurry, Stanly, frederick 
P. Stanton, Abr’m. P. Stevens, St. Martin, Strother, Stuart, 
Sutherland, Taylor, George W. Thompson, Venable, Wal 
lace, Walsh, Ward, Watkins, Wilcox, and Woodward—79. 
NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, Barrere, Bart- 
jett, Bennett, Brenton, Briggs, Joseph Cable, Chapman, 
Cobb, John G. Davis, Dawson, Dimmick, Doty, Durkee, 
Eastinan, Edgerton, Fiteh, Floyd, Fowler, Gamble, Gay- 
lord, Goodrich, Grow, Harper, Hendricks, John W. Howe, 
Thomas M. Howe, Hunter, Jenkins, John Johnson, Daniel 
T. Jones, Preston King, Mace, Mann, Meacham, Molony, 
Murray, Newton, Olds, Perkins, Russell, Sackett, Skelton, 
Smart, Snow, Thaddeus Stevens, Stratton, Sweetser, 
Tuck, Walbridge, Washburn, and Wells—53. 


So the bill passed. 
Pending the call of the yeas and nays, Mr. 


— 


Haws, | 
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| States and Japan; which was ordered to be printed 


| for the use o 


the Senate. 
Also, a communication from the Secretary of 


the Navy, communicating, in compliance with a 


resolution of the Senate, the report of Engineer 
Ellis and other officers, of a test of coals made at 


| the navy-yard in Washington; which was ordered 
| to be printed for the use of the Senate. 


| the names and number of claimants of the liqui- 


Also, a report of the Secretary of the Interior, | 
in answer to a resolution of the Senate, caliing for 


dated balance of indemnity due the friendly Creek || 


| Indians for losses in the Creek war of 1812; which | 


/ communicating, in compliance with a resolution 


was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
Also, a report of the Secretary of the Interior, 


| of the Senate, a copy of the charges preferred 


THOMPSON, of Virginia, stated that Mr. Beare | 


had desired him to make known to the House the 


sickness and a death in his family. 

Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, also stated that he 
was opposed to the bill and would so vote, but 
that he had consented to pair off with Mr. Wit- 
Ltiams, of Tennessee, who was in favor of it, and 
had been called from the Hall to transact some 
business of importance. 

Mr. GOODENOW also stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Gentry on all questions connected 
with the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL moved that the vote just taken, 
by which the bill was passed, be reconsidered, and 
the motion to reconsider do lie upon the table; 
which latter motion was agreed to. 

On motion, the House adjourned until twelve 
o’clock on Monday next. 


PETITIONS, &e. 

The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees - 

By Mr. PORTER: The petition of 54 citizens of the 
Becond and Fitth Congressional Districts of Missouri, ask- 
ing the establishment of a mail route from Little Prairie 
post office, in Crawford county, Missouri, (at Benjamin 
Wishou’s,) to Crane Creek post office, in Barry county, 
Missouri. 

By Mr. BOYD, of New York: ‘The petition of the in 
habitants of the State of New York, for a grant of land to 
aid in the building the Saratoga and Sackett Harbor Rail- 
road, on Lake Ontario. 

By Mr. STUART: The petition of citizens of Lincoln 
ville and Antleput, Maine, for a beacon on Haddock’s 
ledge, in the Penobscot bay. 

By Mr. LETCHER: The petition of C. C. Strayor and 
other citizens of Rockingham county, Virginia, to establish 
the bridges of the Wheeling and Beimont Bridge Company 
as post roads, &c. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi: The petition of Reuben 


Cratt, of Smith county, Mississippi, praying a grant of land | 
in lieu of certain tracts purchased from Choctaw Indian | 


reserves, and afterwards sold by the United States. 

By Mr. SIBLEY : 'The memorial of the Legislative As 
sembly of the Territory of Minnesota, praying a further ap- 
propriation for the construction of the road from Point 
Douglas to the St. Louis river. 

Also, the memorial of the same Assembly, praying for the 
establishment of a mail route from St. Paul, via Red Wing 
and Reed’s Landing, in Wabashaw county, in the Terri 
tory of Minnesota, to Lansing in the State of lowa. 

Also, the memorial of the same Assembly, praying for a 
grant of land to the settlers on the public lands, ceded under 
the Pembina treaty. 

Also, the memorial of Joseph McAlpin and 121 other 
citizens of Minnesota Territory, praying tor an appropria 
tion of money to be applied for the removal of obstructions 
in the Mississippi river, between St. Paul and the Falls of 
St. Anthony. 

By Mr. CURTIS: The petition of citizens of Clarion 
county, praying for the establishment of a mail route from 
Curilsville, Clarion county, Pennsylvania, to Corsica, Jef. 
lerson county. 

By Mr. EASTMAN: The memorial of the Rock county 
Agricuitural Society and Mechanics’ Institute, in the State 
of Wisconsin, asking for the establisiiment of an Agricul 
tural Bureau at Washington. 

Also, the memorial of the Legislature of Wisconsin, in 
relation to Fort Crawford. 

Also, the petition of H. L. Dousman, praying for confirm- 
ation of land title, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS: The petition of Major John Jones 
and the accompanying papers. 


IN SENATE. 
Mownpay, -4pril 12, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirrteron F. Morgan. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a message from the President of the United 
States, communicating, in compliance with a reso- 
lution of the Senate, certain official documents rel- 


against the present Commissioner appointed to run 
and mark the boundary line between the United 


| States and Mexico; which was ordered to be laid 
fact that he had been suddenly called home by 


I may make a word. 


on the table and printed. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I wish to make a cor- 
rection (which, [ think, ought to be made) in the 
report of some remarks delivered by me last Fri- | 
day, in reference to a pending amendment to pay | 
the laborers upon the Capitol. Thereporter makes 
me say: 


“Can anybody tell me anything about it? 
vote this blindfold, for sympathy ?”’ 


So far | am correctly reported. 

** Why, if so, it is worse than any material aid granted 
to Kossuth, as great a humbug as | conceive him to be.”’ 

Now, sir, I did not say ‘* him;’’ I said ** that”’— 
‘as vreat a humbug as I conceive that to be.’’ 
The humbuggery, in my opinion, is on the part 
of the sympathizers, and not the sympathizee, if 
I had no intention, cer- 
tainly, to make any personal attack upon Mr. 
Kossuth, by applying any remark that could be 
at all offensive to him. Hence I have thought it 


Are we to 


proper to make this statement. 


PETITIONS, ETC. | 
Mr. DOUGLAS presented three petitions of cit- 


|| izens of La Salle county, Illinois, remonstrating 


against the extention of McCormick’s patent for 


| a reaping machine; which were ordered to be laid 


on the table. 

Mr. SHIELDS presented six petitions of citi- | 
zens of Illinois, praying a grant of land to the 
Southern Illinois railroad; which were referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, two memorials of citizens of Illinois, pray- 
ing that the transportation of the mails on Sun- | 
day may be prohibited by law; which were or- 
dered to be laid on the table. 


Also, a petition of citizens of Illinois, remon- |; 


strating against an extension of McCormick’s 
patent for a reaping machine; which was ordered 
to be laid on the table. 

Also, a petition of S. D. Sturgis, a lieutegant 
of dragoons, praying additional compensation for 
the time he served in California; which was re- | 


_ ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, a petition of members of the bar of Chi- || i 
| Public Lands. 


cago, Illinois, praying that the salary of the Uni- 
ted States district judge for the district of Illinois 
may be increased; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Also, the proceedings of a public meeting held 
at Upper Alton, Illinois, recommending that pro- 
vision be made by law for the settlement of the 
Nebraska Territory; which were referred to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

Also, the proceedings of a public meeting held 


at Upper Alton, Illinois, in favor of granting land || 


in limited quantities to actual settlers not pos- 
sessed of pier land; which were referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the proceedings of a public meeting held 


_ at Edwardsville, Illinois, in favor of granting land 


in limited quantities to actual settlers not pos- 


sessed of other land; which were referred to the | 


_ Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. SEWARD presented a memorial of citi- 


| zens of Pennsylvania, praying Congress to declare 
their recognition of the doctrine of non-interven- 


tion and prevent its infraction; which was ordered | 
to be laid on the table. 


Mr. HAMLIN presented a resolution of the 
Legislature of Maine against the extension of 


vicinity, North Carolina. 


April 12, 


_ ative to the Empire of Japan, and serving to illus- |! Woodworth’s patent for a planing machine, ang 
trate the existing relations between the United | 


Parker’s patent for an improvement in reactin, 
water-wheels; which was referred to the Commi). 
tee on Patents and the Patent Office, and ordered tp 
be printed. 
Mr. CASS presented the petition of Jahe 
Rogers, praying a pension for services in the |,» 
war with Great Britain; which was referred to th» 
Congnittee on Pensions. 
Also, a petition of citizens of Lower Savinay 
Michigan, praying the construction of a ship-cana' 
around the Falls of the Sault Ste. Marie riyor 
which was ordered to be laid on the table. 
Mr. DAVIS presented a petition of citizens 
of New Bedford, Massachusetts, remonstratiyo 
against an extension of Woodworth’s patent for a 


| planing machine; which was referred to the Com 
' mittee on Patents and the Patent Office. 


Mr. FISH presented a petition of publishers 
and booksellers from various parts of the Union, 
attending the semi-annual trade-sale in the city of 
New York, praying a reduction of the rates of 
postage on pamp lets, and other modifications of 
the postage laws; which was referred to the Com 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Mr. WALKER presented the memorial of John 
W. Quinney, a civilized and educated Indian, 
praying that a law may be passed giving him th, 
rights and privileges of a citizen of the United 
States, and that he may be permitted to continue 
the occupancy of land on which he resides, in the 
State of Wisconsin, and that all his rights in th; 
Stockbridge nation may enure to him; which 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GEYER presented a petition of citizens of 
Clarke county, Skies praying an appropriation 
of land for improving that part of Des Moines 


| river which forms the boundary between Missouri 
| and Iowa; which was referred to the Committe: 


on Public Lands. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the memorial o: 
Helen Mackay, praying to be allowed a per cent 
age on moneys disbursed by her late husband, 
Colonel Aineas Mackay, of the Army; which wa: 


| referred to the Committee on Military Aflairs. 


Mr. BRODHEAD presented sundry petitions 
of citizens of Pennsylvania, remonstrating agains' 
the extension of Woodworth’s patent for a planing 
machine; which were referred to the Committe: 


on Patents and the Patent Office. 


Also, two petitions of citizens of Western Penn 
sylvania, remonstrating against any action by 
Congress that will sanction the Wheeling bridge 


| as it now is; which were referred to the Committee 


on the Judiciary. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
remonstrating against a renewal of Austin and 
Zebulon Parker’s patent for improvements in re 
action water-wheels ; which was referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, six petitions of citizens of the counties of 
Montgomery and Bucks, Pennsylvania, praying 
the establishment of a mail route from Skippack 
to Charleston; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

Also, four memorials of citizens of Pennsylva 


nia, praying a modification of the bounty land 


law: which were referred to the Committee on 


Also, two memorials of assistant marshals of 
the counties of Schuylkill and Lebanon, for taking 
the seventh census in Pennsylvania, praying ad 
ditional compensation; which were referred to the 
Committee of Claims. 

Also, a petition of citizens of Pennsylvania, 
praying a modification of the tariff; which was re 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BORLAND presented a petition of citi 
zens of Jenny Lind, Arkansas, praying the esta! 


lishment of a mail route from Fort Smith to Wal- 


dron; which was referred to the Committee on the 


| Post Office and Post Roads. 


NORTH CAROLINA RIVERS AND HARBORS. 


Mr. BADGER. I have three memorials which 
I desire to present to the Senate this morning. 
They are from citizens of Wilmington, and its 
One of them calls the 
attention of Congress to the condition of one of the 
inlets at the mouthof Cape Fear river, and make: 
out a case from which I think it will be very diffi- 
cult to resist the conclusion that they are entitled 
to the assistance of the Government to have that 
channel deepened. Another sets forth thereasons ~ 
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why a first-class light-house is indispensably ne- 
cessary near one of the shoals near the mouth of 
che river; and asks that additional buoys may be 
placed on the shoals in the waters connected with 
ihe harbor of Wilmington. 

Che third prays, upon grounds both strong and 
peculiar, that there should be a marine hospital 
established at that point. I move the reference of 
-hese memorials to the Committee on Commerce; 
nd, before they are referred, I beg to say, with- 
out making a speech, that 1 hope that committee 
will take them into very early consideration; and 
| feel very sure that if they do so, they will be 
obliged to come to the conclusion that all three of 
these applications ought to be granted, in behalf 
of the most important seaport of our State, which, 
for the last ten or twelve years, has been growing 
in importance, increasing in trade, and enlarging 
in population, and that they will feel a disposition 
to do what is a just and necessary act for a State 
which certainly has not received very large favors 
in that way from the General Government. 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 


THE TEXAS DEBT. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. President, I have 
the memorial of Leslie Combs, a citizen of the 
State of Kentucky, which he has requested me to 
present to the consideration of the Senate. In 
order to explain it, I beg leave to state some facts 
in regard to the legislation of Texas. It appears 
from the laws of Texas, which have been placed 
in my hands by Mr. Combs, that on the 20th of 
March, 1848, that State passed a law requiring 
her creditors to present their claims on or before 
the second Monday in November, 1849. The 

‘ums were to be presented to the auditor and 
omptroller of that State; and the auditor and 
comptroller were to give receipts for the claims 
thus presented, specifying upon the face of each 
receipt the value of the claim at the time the debt 
was contracted. In other words, they were to 
scale the claim and receipt to the holder for the 
value of tue claim, according to its rate in the 
market at the time the debt was contracted. The 
act goes on to provide, that the claims that were 
jot presented by the second Monday of Novem- 
ver, 1849, should be postponed. 

On the 8th of February, 1850, another act was 
passed, extending the time to the Ist of Septem- 
ber, 1851; and that act states that the claims that 
were not presented by that day, should be barred. 
Mr. Combs says that he has claims against the 
State of Texas, amounting to $69,200, without 
interest. Ele says that he did not present them 
y the days that were specified in these acts, and 
sat he could not present them, for various rea- 
sons, Which he assigns in his memorial—among 
others, that the evidence of his claim had been 
filed, with his release, in the Department here, ac- 
cording to the act of Congress of September, 
1850. The consequence is, that by the failures to 
present these claims within the time specified, they 
are now, by the law of Texas, rem 

It further appears, from the legislation which he 
has placed in my hands, that an act of Texas 
went into operation on the Ist of May, 1850, by 
which the holders of claims, audited and reported 
to the Legislature, under the act of 20th March, 
1848, were authorized to surrender their claims to 
the commissioners of the land office, and receive 
land certificates, at the rate of fifty cents per acre, 
in payment of their claims. By that act, Texas 
provided for the payment of the outstanding debts 
that had been audited and reported to the Legis- 
lature by the auditor and comptroller, under the 
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act of 1848, in jand. But no provision was made | 


by that law, as Mr. Combs says, which could 
embrace his claims. By an act of the 31st of Jan- 
uary, 1852, passed by the Legislature of Texas, 
that State appropriated $2,000,000 of the United 
States stock she held, to pay the claims against 
her which had been submitted to the auditor and 
comptroller for adjustment, under the act of 20th 
March, 1848; and out of these $2,000,000, thus ap- 
propriated by the act of 1852, no payment was to 
be made, except of those claims which had been 
submitted to the auditor and comptroller, to be 
scaled in the manner which I have stated. The 
act further provides, that no payment shall be 
made, even out of those $2,000,000, until the 
authorities of Texas were informed by those of 
the United States that this Government was ready 


to issue $5,000,000 of stock, which yet remained | 
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behind. And it further provides, that the pay- 
ment is not then to be made, unless the holder of 
a claim will give a receipt to the accounting offi- 
cers of Texas, stating that the amount received is 
in full satisfaction of the demand, and also releas- 
ing the Government of the United States from all 
liability to pay the amount of the demand. 
These are the facts, which I have felt it my 
duty to state, by way of explaining the petition 
which Mr. Combs has desired me to present. 
He states that he is not willing to submit to be 
scaled in this way; and he exhibits a report, show- 
ing that such debts as his have been rated at sev- 
enty cents on the dollar. Others have been rated 
at fifty cents, some at thirty cents, some at twen- 


| ty-five cents, and some even as low as twenty 
_ cents on the dollar. One of these acts stops the 


payment of interest on the part of Texas, after 
the Ist of May, or Ist of July, 1850. Hesets out 
all these facts, and states that he is not willing to 


submit thus to be scaled, and looks upon the Gov- | 
ernment of the United States as liable to pay the 


amount of his demand; having, by the passage of 


| the law of September, 1850, assumed the debts 


for which the duties pledged by Texas were liable. 


| All his claims are of that character, falling within 


the description of those that were to be scaled at 
the rate of seventy cents on the dollar. 
There is also a decision of the Secretary of the 


| Treasury, made a part of this petition, which I, 


perhaps, ought to state. The Treasury Depart- 
ment have required the whole of the creditors of 
Texas, who were provided for by the legislation of 
Congress, to file their releases before the retained 
$5,000,000 can be handed over to Texas; and, 
considering all these debts of General Combs 
embraced in the provision made by Congress, his 
claim cannot be paid until all the creditors release 
their claims. 

These are, substantially, the facts of the case; 


| and, to show the urgency of it, I will conclude by 
| reading the latter part of General Combs’s petition. 


He says: ‘ Your petitioner has thus plainly pre- 
sented his case to the Congress of the United 
States, and hopes he will not be considered impor- 
tunate in urging their early attention to his individ- 
ual claim, or to the passage of some general law, 
which will afford him relief, when he informs 
them that, at this very moment, the dwelling in 
which he left his wife and children has been levied 
on by the sheriff, and must be sold, if justice is 
either much longer delayed or refused him.’’ 
Now, under this presentation of facts, I move that 
the petition be referred to the Committee on the 
Judiciary; and I beg them to consider the urgency, 
and take the subject into immediate consideration. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President, I desire to say a 
single word. We have had a good deal of ex parte 
lecturing upon the subject of the Texas debt, both 
in and out of Congress; and I do trust and hope, 
that, whatever committee this petition shall go to, 
will furnish us with a report which shall legiti- 
mately bring up that subject for discussion. If | 


| am not mistaken, the honorable Senator from Ken- 


tucky himself, in an argument in regard to a cer- 
tain bill which passed here, appropriating $10,000,- 
000 to Texas, assumed that, what he now terms the 
scaled debtof Texas, was the real debt; and offered 
some reasons why that amount of $10,000,000 
should not be appropriated, because a less amount 
would pay the debt. 1 remember very well, that 
when I was before the committee of thirteen, I 
stated what was the amount ofthe Texasdebt. It 
was upwards of $12,000,000. The appropriation 


| made by the Government of the United States was 


only to the amount of $10,000,000. 

I do not intend to go into this matter now; but 
I hope some bill will come before Congress, by 
which the whole of the facts in this case can be 
stated; and I pledge myself then to show what 
Government it is, Texas orthe United States, that 
in this matter is the repudiator. I will show where 
the repudiating is. I know that the appropriation 
of 410,000,000 has furnished a fruitful theme for 


| stump speeches all over the country; and when- 


ever this matter comes before Congress in such a 
shape as to justify its investigation, I will show 
that, in any court of conscience or equity, the 


| United States are bound for more than two thirds 


of the debt of Texas, by a policy which, in any 
other Government would have been disgraceful. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I cautiously avoided 


expressing an opinion upon the subject to which 


| I called the attention of the Senate. I felt a sen- 
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timent of delicacy that operated upon me, to ot 
vent an expression of any opinion of mine what 
ever, and intentionally avoided it. It is true, as 
the gentleman from Texas well knows, that I have 
expressed my opinion heretofore against the lia- 
bility of this Government for the whole of these 
claims. Congress settled it against my opinion. 
I did not intend to revive that; but I merely called 
the attention of the Senate to the facts, as repre- 
sented by the memorialist, without giving any 
opinion of my own. If the gentleman supposes 
that I intended to make any reflection upon his 
State, orto commit myself in one way or the other, 
he is entirely mistaken. I[ did not expect that he 
would have made any allusion to my past conduct, 
when these subjects were under discussion years 
ago, merely because I chose to present the memo- 
rial of a constituent, and state his views of the 
subject, founded upon the laws of Texas. I make 
this statement to show that I stand fully uncom- 
mitted in reference to the merits of this memorial, 
when the report of the committee shall come in. 
Sut I will say this, in behalf of the memorialist, 
that, according to everything which appears to 
me, he is entitled to a very large sum for these 
$69,200; and, as the Government has retained 
$5,000,000 until Texas shall make provision for 
such claims as his, and Texas has not yet made 
that provision, it becomes this Government to set 
that my constituents, as well as yours, sir, shell 
be paid out of the $5,000,000 retained. I think 
that is proper. But I do not wish to go into the 
subject now; and | am sorry that the gentleman 
has adverted to my conduct heretofore, which has 
drawn these remarks from me. 

Mr. RUSK. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT. This discussion is not in 
order. The question is merely on the referenc 
of the memorial to the Committee on the Judi 
clary. 

Mr. RUSK. I knowit is; but I believe, on the 
question of reference, subjects involved in memo- 
rials are frequently debated. I simply wish to 
say, in answer to the honorable Senator, that I 
alluded to him in no unkindness. I merely referred 
to him because he formerly assumed what the 
Texas Legislature assumed, that they were only 
bound to pay the amount made available to them. 
I did not intend to express any opinion on that 
assumption—either to sanction the proceedings of 
Texas, or to say that the honorable Senator, when 
he assumed that argument in relation to the Texas 
bill, was right. 

I have read the memorial which has just been 
presented, and it isin perfectly respectful language 
towards Texas. It shows a very strong case 
against the Government of the United States. It 
shows that when the Government of the United 
States undertook to act asa commissioner in bank 
ruptey over the State of Texas, it passed a very 
absurd reservation. I have read it very carefully; 
and it is couched in terms to which nobody in 
Texas, or anywhere else, can take exception, It 
is a plain statement of the case of the memorialist. 
It shows this fact: that he went forward and com- 
plied with the terms of the law of the United States 
requiring releases to be filed at the Treasury before 
payment could be made. He went forward in- 
stantly, and filed his release to the United States, 
and that very fact precluded him from complying 
with the Texas law in submitting his claim t 
Texas. He complied with the United States law 
and that law is couched in such terms, that, until 
releases are filed for the very last dollar of the 
Texas debt, none of it can be paid. A large por- 
tion of the debt is held by orphans and minors, 
who cannot come forward now and file releases 
The Government of the United States, by this 
provision, has placed him in a position where he 
cannot avail himself of the law of Texas, and, at 
the same time, puts him at the mercy of every 
creditor of Texas; for if the last one, having a 
thousand dollar claim, should refuse to file a release 
at the Treasury Department, not one single dollar 
of the five millions could be paid out. 

The memorial was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 


ARSENAL IN GEORGIA. 


Mr. DAWSON. I have received from the 
Governor of the State of Georgia, resolutions con 
curred in by both branches of the General Assem- 
bly of that State. They represent that the Govern- 
ment of the United States has established in the 
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vicinity of Augusta, Georgia, an arsenal under the 
direction of the Ordnance Department; and they 
ask that, from its location, the dryness and sa- 
lubrity of the climate, the great and increasing fa- 
cilities of communication with the seaboard and the 
interior, Congress should take into consideration 
the propriety of increasing the number of arms 
placed in that arsenal, They also ask that inas- 
much as a canal has been cut through the lands 
which inclose the arsenal, by which thereis created 
a fine water power, such machinery may be erected 
as may be necessary to preserve the arms, and put 
them in proper order in timeof emergency. I move 


that the resolutions be printed and referred to the | 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

PUBLIC EXPENDITURES, 

Mr. DAWSON. I have also received, Mr. 
President, a petition from a number of citizens of 
Harris county, in the State of Georgia, men known 
to myself to be very respectable, asking of Con- 


gress to take into consideration the public expend- 


itures of the country. They state that they have 
seen a charge that the Administration of this Gov- 
ernmentis chargeable for these large disbursements 
of the public revenue; and they ask whether it is 
not within the power of Congress to restrain it? 
whether any officer of this Government, or in the 
Administration, can use the public money without 
an appropriation first being made by Congress? 
They make this request in order that a report may 
be set before the country to ascertain whether 
the executive or the legislative department is re- 
sponsible for these vast appropriations. They 
also state that they have seen, with alarm, the in- 
crease of what are called mail facilities by the 
General Government, appropriating large sums of 
money for the construction of ocean steamers. 
They ask that Congress may take that subject into 
consideration, and ascertain whether that system 
is kept up merely for the purpose of gratifying 
national pride, or whether it is for the convenience 
of the country atlarge. The same petitioners also 
enter their protest against the extension of Wood- 
worth’s patent. I move that this portion of the 
petition may be referred to the Committee on Pat- 
ents and the Patent Office; and that the remain- 
der of it may be referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I think part of that memo- 
rial ought to go to the Committee on Retrench- 
ment. 

Mr. DAWSON. I wouldask of the gentleman 
from Maine, who is at the head of that committee, 
whether they would probably report on the sub- 
ect. 

Mr. BRADBURY. We will endeavor to let 
the gentleman from Georgia understand that there 
is such a committee, if he will make that reference. 

Mr. DAWSON. As the memorial treats of 
financial questions, I thought it would be proper 
to refer it to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. RUSK. I think it would be better to refer 
it to the Baltimore or Philadelphia Convention. 
{Laughter.] 

The motion to refer was agreed to. 


WOODWORTH PATENT. 

Mr. BORLAND. I present the memorial of a 
number of citizens of Arkansas, among whom I 
recognize the name of the Governor, and most of 
the principal officers of the State, remonstrating 
against the further extension of the Woodworth 
patent for a planing machine. In presenting it, I 
deem it proper to say that if it had been received 
under ordinary circumstances, as I have received 
many others of the same kind, I should not have 
attached a great deal of importance to it. But it 
is accompanied by a letter from a gentleman of 
my State, Mr. George Brodie, a man of remarkable 
intelligence, and perhaps one of the best mechan- 
ics in the United States, who, from his general 
understanding of the subject, and his observation 
throughout the Western country, is well qualified 
to give information on this matter. He points out 
in his letter very strong, and, to my mind, satis- 
factory reasons why no further extension of that 
patent should be granted. I have deemed it proper 
to say thus much in regard to the memorial on 
presenting it. I move that it be referred to the 
Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 
On motion by Mr. CLARKE, it was 
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| moved before I should return. 
| however, after an absence of about five minutes, , 
| I met the Senators leaving the chamber, the Sen- 


Ordered, That the petition of Nancy Bowen, on the files 


of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


On motion by-Mr. SEWARD, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of Sarah Crandall, on the 
files of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sluns. 


On motion by Mr. CLEMENS, it was 


Ordered, That the documents on the files of the Senate, 
relating to the claim of Jim Capers, be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 


On motion by Mr. DODGE, of Iowa, it was 


Ordered, That Henry H. Marsh have leave to withdraw | 


the documents on the files of the Senate, relating to his 
claim. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. CLARKE. Mr. President, I feel it due to 


myself, as well as to the Senate, to make a short 
explanation of a circumstance which occurred 
here some ten days ago, and which, I fear, may 
have been misapprehended. On Friday week last, 
I was about to leave here for the North. On the 
morning of that day, supposing that the bill for 
the relief of Elizabeth Arnold had, by a vote of 
the Senate, been laid upon the table, | moved that 
it be taken from the table and reinstated on the 
Calendar. 1 was under the impression that it had 
been laid on the table; and when I made the mo- 
tion the Senate very courteously acceded to it, and 
ordered the bill to be reinstated on the Calendar. 
About an hour afterwards, I was told by the Sec- 
retary at the desk that the bill had been rejected 
and not laid upon the table. A debate was going 
on, and I could make no personal explanation to 
the Senate; nor had I any opportunity to move 
that the Senate recede from the vote ordering the 
bill to be reinstated on the Calendar; but, being 


about to go away, I requested my friend from || 


North Carolina [Mr. Bapcer] to make a state- 


| ment of the facts, and ask the Senate to reeede 


from that vote and put the bill in the same condi- 
tion that it was before | made my motion. Fear- 
ing, however, that he might forget it, I requested 
the Secretary to remind him of it, so that it should 
certainly be done. 


found, on conversation with the Senator from New 
| Jersey, that that explanation had not been given, 
and that the Chair, feeling himself bound to do so, 
| had stated to the Senate the facts so far as they 


were within his knowledge. 

I make this explanation now, merely for the 
purpose of assuring the Senate that I made the 
motion under an entire misapprehension as to the 


disposition which had been made of the bill. [| 
supposed that it had been laid on the table and not | 


rejected. On that supposition, | made the request 
which was so courteously complied with ny the 
Senate. If my honorable friend from North 


the moment of adjournment on that day, had been 
present at that time, the vote would have been 
receded from. I went away, supposing that it had 
been done; and I have taken the first opportunity, 
on my return, to make this explanation, for the 
purpose of showing that it was from an entire 


misapprehension that the course proposed by | 


myself was adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. BADGER. 
nection, why I appeared negligent of the request 
made by the Senator from Rhode Island. I did 


not either forget or overlook it; but a debate was | 


going on at the time he made it, and while the 
debate was going on, I stepped out of the Senate 
chamber for a moment, having no idea at all that 
the debate would be concluded, or an adjournment 
On returning, 


ate having adjourned. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair will take occa- 
sion to state that, on bringing the subject to the 
attention of the Senate, he said cteeie that the 
motion was made by a mistake of the Senator 
from Rhode Island, and therefore he did not direct 
it to be put on the Journal. He considered that 
the motion was not really made, inasmuch as the 
order of business canaiedal it. 


REPORTS FROM STANDING COMMITTEES. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN, from the Committee on_ 


Indian Affairs, to which was referred the bill for 
the redemption of certain Choctaw annuities, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 


'port on the subject; which was ordered to be 


printed. 
Mr. SHIELDS, from the Committee on the 


LOBE. 


Yesterday, on my return, | | 


‘aro- || 
lina, who happened to be out of the Chamber at || 


I wish to explain, in this con- 


a pril 12, 


| District of Columbia, to which the men 
‘citizens of the District of Columbia, and a rego 

lution passed by the Legislature of Maryland. 
| were referred, reported a bill for the improvement 
| of Maryland avenue, from the Capitol to the turn. 
| pike road leading to Baltimore, and for makine 
_ free and improving that road as far as the Distric; 
line; which was read, and passed to the second 
reading. He submitted a report on the subjec 
| which was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to which 
was referred a report of the Secretary of War of 
the 24th March, reported a bill directing a survey 

| and estimate of the cost of constructing a canal 
basin at the terminus of the Ohio and Chesapeake 

| canal, in Georgetown; which was read and passed 
to the second reading. The report was ordered to 
be printed. 

| Mr. PRATT, from the Committee of Claims 
to which was referred the petition of Mary E. D. 
Blaney, widow of the late Major George Sec. 
submitted a report, accompanied by a bill for her 
relief; which was read and passed to the second 

| reading. The report was ordered to be printed, 

Mr. BRODHEAD, from the Committee of 

Claims, to which was referred the petition of Johny 

| A. Lynch, submitted a report, accompanied by a 

| bill for his relief; which was read and passed to the 

‘| second reading. The report was ordered to be 

printed. 

Mr. STOCKTON, from the Committee on Pen- 

| sions, to which was referred the memorial of 

Mary F. B. Levely, submittea a report, accompa- 
| nied by a bill for her relief; which was read and 
| passed to the second reading. ‘The report was 
ordered to be printed. 


ST. GENEVIEVE PLANK ROAD. 


Mr. DODGE, of lowa, from the Committee on 
| Public Lands, reported a bill to grant the right of 
way to the St. Genevieve, Iron mountain, Pilot 
Knob Plank Road Company; which was read a 
| first time and ordered to a second reading. 

Mr. GEYER. [I hope that bill will be con- 
sidered now. It proposes nothing but to grant the 
right of way to the plank road company from St. 

| Genevieve, and Tron mountain, to Pilot Knob. 
It will hardly take five minutes to pass it; and it 
is important that it should be passed at an early 
day. The road is one of great importance, and 

| persons are engaged now in entering the lands. | 

| do not know of any instance in which the request 
has been refused when reasonably asked for. 

No objection being made, the bill was read a 
| second time, and considered as in Committee of 
| the Whole. It provides that the right of way 
shall be granted to said company for the road now 
in process of construction between St. Genevieve 
'/ and Iron mountain, so called, in Missouri; and 

authorizes them to locate said road through any 
of the public lands of the United States which lie 
| on the route selected for the location of the road, 
to survey and mark through said public lands a 
tract on the side of the road of one hundred feet in 
width; and furthermore, an additional quantity of 
twenty-five feet in width along each side of the 
road; which land shall be reserved from sale, and 
shall be vested in the State of Missouri for the use 
of said Plank Road Company forever, and for no 
other use. It enacts, further, that the company 
'shall have the privilege to cut and use all such 
| timber, and use all such stone, gravel, and other 
materials on the public lands of the United States, 
as may be necessary for the construction and re- 
| pair of the road, to erect such buildings, &c., as 
the same may require, use such water as may be 
_ wanted, and cross such streams as may be neces- 
sary for the completion and use of the road; pro- 
vided, that said company, when said plank road 
shall be completed, shall carry the mails of the 
| United States on such terms as the Postmaster 
| General may be enabled to contract for similar 
| service with other plank road companies. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without 
| amendment, and ordered to be engrossed fora 
third reading. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. BORLAND. I rise, Mr. President, to 
| make a report—a somewhat informal, and perhaps 
' anomalous, one—from the Committee on Printing. 
| Itis, perhaps, known to the Senate, or at least 
| to many members of it, that a new arrangement 
| has been, or is about to be made for the execution 
| of the public printing. In view of this, I deem it 


horial of 


ject, 









112, 


Orial of 
a reso. 
ryland, 
vement 
e turn. 
Making 
District 
second 
ubject, 


which 
: lar of 
survey 
cana} 
ipeake 
passed 
ered to 


laims, 
E. D. 
laney, 
i. = 
econd 
nted, 

lee of 
f John 
lbya 
to the 
to be 


1 Pen- 
lal of 
ym pa- 
d and 


L was 


ee on 
rht of 
Pilot 


ead a 


con- 
nt the 
m St. 
Cnob. 
ind it 
early 
, and 
ws. | 


quest 


pad a 
ee of 
way 
now 
vieve 
- and 
) any 
th lie 
road, 
idsa 
et in 
ty of 
f the 
-and 
2 use 
rno 
any 
such 
ther 
ates, 
d re- 
.» as 
y be 
ceS- 
pro- 
oad 
the 
ister 
ilar 


out 
ora 


1852. 


proper fer myself, and my duty to the Senate, to 
state, in my place here, what has been done by the 
committee In regard to it. 

For this purpose I will read certain resolutions 
adopted by the Committee on Printing. ; 

The first resolution, adopted on the 8th of this 
month, is in these words: 

« Resolved, That the committee enter into a contract 
with Donelson & Armstrong to do the future printing of the 


present Cougress in the House, and with Gideon & Co. for 
the Senate, upon such terms as shall be agreed upon here- 


If 
i 


after.”’ 
Adopted. Yeas—Smirn, of the Senate, and 


Gorman, Stanton, and Haven, of the House—4; | 


Nays—Bertanp and Hanus, of the Senate—2. 

The second resolution, adopted on the 12th, 
(this day,) is in these words: 

«“ Resoloed, Thatforso much of the public printing as may 
be deewed necessary by the committee to remedy any neg- 
lect or delay on the part of the contractor, Mr. Hamilton, 
to execute the work ordered by Congress, the persons doing 
the work, under the direction of this committee, be allowed 
the same price as contained in Mr. Rives’s bid for printing 
for the Thirty-second Congress: Provided, Thatin uo case 
shail pay be allowed for double composition.” 

Adopted. Yeas—Smirn, of the Senate, and 
Gorman, STANTON, and Haven, of the House—4; 
Nay—Hamun of the Senate—1. 

The third reselution is m these words: 

‘“ Resolved, That Mr. Garman conter with Messrs. Doa- ; 
elson & Armstrong, and with Messrs. Gideon & Co., and | 
get from them, in writing, their acceptance or non-accept- 
ance of the foregoing proposition.”? 

Adopted, April 12—no dissent. 

Mr. President, it is due to myself to remark 
the fact, that these resolutions of the Printing 
Committee were adopted without my concurrence. 
1 was present when the first was adopted, and 
was absent when the last two were adopted. 

In my opinion, the committee have the power 
here exercised under the joint resolution of Au- 
gust 3, 1846, under which the Committee on Print- 
ing was raised, and under which it has acted up 
to this time, and is now acting. 

There are many members of both Houses of 
Congress, and particularly of the Senate, who dis- 
sent from this opinion—who do not believe the 
committee have any such power; but, on the con- 
trary, believe that, when there is a failure on the 
part of the contractor, as in the present instance, 
to comply with his obligations, as to time and the 
quality of his work, it becomes the duty, as it is 
only their authority, to bring the whole subject 
before Congress, as one that can be legitimately 
disposed of by Congress alone, by additional le- 
gislation, instead of disposing of it definitively by 
the action of the committee; and this difference of 
opinion I am bound to hold in high respect. 

I repeat, however, that 1 do entertain, and un- 
hesitatingly express, as I have well considered, 
the opinion that the committee do, technically, 
or in the terms of the law, have this power even 
to the extent they have exercised it in this case. 
But while | hold this opinion as to the power 
itself, I am equally clear in the opinion, and as 
unhesitatingly express it, that it has been im- 
properly exercised in this case. And that this is 
so, [remind the Senate that it has been done in 
part against my vote, when | was present, and 
altogether without my concurrence or approval. 

In justice to myself, and to the Senate committee 
too, I must state further, that I think the process 
by which this improper action of the joint com- 
mittee has been consummated has been, in itself, 
equally improper. [ think the rule which obtains 
in joint committees—which are in their constitution 
like committees of conference, and should in their 
powers and action represent equally each its re- 
spective House—has been violated. That rule, as 
I understand and believe, requires a majority of 
each committee to make a concurrent vote of the 
two, ora final decision of the joint committee upon 
any question before them. In this er how- 
ever, as in the others I have presented, a majority 
of the Senate committee have been overruled by 
the vote of the House conjoined with that of one 
member of the Senate committee. 

This statement, Mr. President, as plain and as 
brief as 1 could make it, places the matter of the 
public printing, as affected by the present action 
of the committee, fairly before the Senate. It is 
for the Senate itself to consider and determine what 
shall be done, if anything, in regard to it. 

For myself, believing that this action of the joint 
committee has not been proper—believing that the 
policy adopted by the committee is wrong in itself, 
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has been adopted by improper means, and requires 


| wrong to be done, though by authority of law—I 


cannot, with my sense of self-respect and of duty 
to myself and the public interest, become the in- 
strument (as I should be as chairman of the com- 
mittee) of its consummation. 

Without disrespect, therefore, to any of the. 
committee, and without undertaking to censure 
what they have done, I conclude by asking the 
Senate to excuse me from further service on the 
Committee on Printing. 

The request was complied with, and on motion 
by Mr. Gwin, and by unanimous consent, it was 

Ordered, That the President of the Senate fill the va 
cancy on the committee, 

The Prestwwent appointed Mr. Rusx. 

DISTRICT JUDGE OF ILLINOIS. 

Mr. SHIELDS submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary be re- 
quested to inquire inte the expediency of increasing the 


; salary of the judge of the district court of the United States 


tor the district of [llinois, to tie sum of $2,000 per annum. 


NEW MAIL ROUTE. 

Mr. SHIELDS submitted the following reso- 

| lution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on the Pest Office and 
Post Roads be requested to inquire into the expediency of 
establishing a mail route “ from Jerseyville, in Llinots, via 

| Jersey Lauding and Portage des Sioux, to St. Charles, in 
Missouri.”’ 
COMMISSIONER TO CHINA. 

Mr. BADGER submitted the following reso- 
lution; which was agreed to: 

Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Foreign Relations in- 
quire into the expediency of allowing an outfit to the Com- 
missioner to China. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. HUNTER, agreeably to previous notice, 
asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill appro- 
priating land-scrip in full and final satisfaction of 

, Virgima military bounty land warrants; which 
was read a first and second time by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MORTON, agreeably to previous notice, 

| asked and obtained leave to bring in a bill to au- 
thorize the sale of reserved lands, and for other 
purposes; which was read a first and second time 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

| A message was received from the Heuse of 
Representatives, by Mr. Forney, its Clerk, an- 
nouncing that it had passed a bill entitled ** An act 
for the relief of the legal representatives of James 
C. Watson, of Georgia; and that it had agreed to 
the first, and disagreed to the second amendment 
of the Senate to their amendment to the joint res- , 
olution to authorize the continuance of the work 
upon the two wings of the Capitol. 

The bill for the relief of the legal representatives 
of James C. Watson, was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

BILLS PASSED. 
| The following engrossed bills were severally 
read a third time and passed: 

An act for the relief of Frances E. Baden; and 

An act for the relief of Anna Norton and Lewis 
Foskit. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BRADBURY. [now move that the Sen- 
ate proceed to the consideration of the bill to pro- 
vide for the ascertainment and satisfaction of claims 
of American citizens for spoliations committed by 
the French prior to July 3], 1801. 

The PRESIDENT. There are some bills on 
the table which the Chair will put upon their pas- 

| sage with the consent of the Senate. 

Mr. BRADBURY. They can be taken up any 

| other time. 

| Mr. GWIN. I hope we will take up the unfin- 

| ished business of Thursday last. We then ad- 
journed in the midst of a vote, because there was 
no quorum present. 

Mr. HUNTER. Before the vote is taken on 
the motion, I think it would be better to dispose of 
the bills upon the table. I hope that course will 
be taken. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I have no objection to 
disposing of those bills if my motion will stand 
next inorder. I supposed that it was thecommon 

) understanding that the French spoliation bill would 
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be taken up this morning, yet I find several Sena- 


tors proposing to press other bills. 

Mr. BADGER, I would suggest a compromise 
to my friend from Maine, that, whether his motion 
is agreed to or not, it shall be the common under- 
standing that if he allows the bills upon that table 
to be disposed of his motion will then be taken up 
and disposed of. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT. The joint resolution pro- 
viding for the continuance of the work upon the 
two wings of the Capitol has been returned from 
the House with the following message: 

Resolwed, That the House of Representatives agree to 
the first amendment, and disagree to the second amendment 
of the Senate to the ainendment of the House to the joint 
resolution to authorize the continuance of the work upoa 
the two wings of the Capitol. 

Mr.HUNTER. I meveto concur in the action 
of the House. 

Mr. BRADBURY. Tam admonished that this 
will lead to debate, and therefore renew my mo- 
tion to postpone all prior order to take up the 
French spoliation bill. 

Mr. HUNTER. I hope the resolution of the 
House will be acted upon; it will lead to no de 
bate. Letus finish one thing atatime. I give 
notice that, if we postpone prior orders, I am 
ready with the deficiency bill, and will struggle to 
get itup. 

Mr. PR ATT. I ask for the yeas and nays 
upon the motion. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator from Maine 
will not press his motion. I think this other 
measure should be disposed of now; and besides 
that, | must insist on having the compromise 
finality resolutions taken up, if other matters are 
brought forward. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. DOUGLAS. I dislike to interpose, but 
[ have been waiting a week or two for a chance 
to get the action of the Senate upon the territorial 
business. The House of Representatives has set 
apart next Monday for the disposition of such 
business. There are three or four territorial bills 
here, which it is necessary to pass; and I shall 
appeal to the Senate to take them up—they will 
probably take but an hour or two—either to-day or 
to-morrow. I feel it my duty to give this notice, 
because if they are not ‘passed in time to be re- 
ferred to, and reported from, the committee in the 
House, before Monday next, they will have to go 
over to next session. ; ; 

Mr. GWIN. I wish to state to the Senate, 
that we adjourned on Thursday evening, on the 
taking of the yeas and nays on a question, which 
was thoroughly debated, and can now be disposed 
of inashort time. I hope that it, being the un 
finished business, will be taken up now. 

Mr. HAMLIN. I desire to say that the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Cuase] is now absent, in the 
Supreme Court room, and he desired me to say 
that, when the bill to which the Senator from Cal- 
ifornia refers, comes up, he desires to submit his 
views. He has prepared some tabular statements 
upon it, which he will submit to the Senate, and 
at his request I ask that this subject may be post- 
poned until he returns. 

Mr. GWIN. Weean send for him very soon. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I supposed that tt was the 
common understanding that, after two month 
time, the courtesy of the Senate would be extended 
to-day, to considering and acting upon the bill 
which I have moved to take up. | therefore in 
sist upon my motion, and hope the yeas and nays 
will be ordered upon it. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I beg to inform the 
Senate once more that, if they intend to pass the 
Cumberland dam bill, they oughttodoitnow. If 
we intend to do anything for that work, time is 

vassing by, and it is time to put the hands to work; 

therefore hope that will have the precedence after 
you have got your Capitol bill disposed of, and 
appropriations for other quarters. | do not intend 
to make any speech about it; if the Senate will 
take it up, [ am for voting upon it. 

The PRESIDENT. The question Is upon the 
motion of the Senator from Maine, to postpone all 
prior orders fur the purpose of taking up the bill 
named by him. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I know that; and! pre 


sent this as a reason why I think we ougitt to vote 


it down, and take up the Cumberland dam bill in 
preference to his bill. 
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Mr. RUSK. For fear I may be misunderstood, 2d. These demands were recognized and in- | Mr. ADAMS. I withdraw it with 


pleasure, to 


[ think it necessary to say that I intend to vote to sisted me by our Government as just. accommodate the Senator. 
take up the French spoliation bill. I am opposed 3d. Their justice was acknowledged by France, Mr. BORLAND. I move to amend the “a 
to the bill itself, but shall vote to take it up, be- who professed her readiness to make indemnity, || section of the bill by striking out of the fourth 
cause | think we ought to get through with it. | and at the same time preferred claims of her own | and fifth lines, the words “to an amount jot ex. 
There are three subjects which I want to see dis- against the United States. ceeding five millions of dollars,” 
posed of; one is the oodworth aa thesecond ;, 4th. Our Government undertook the prosecu- Mr. MILLER. _How will the bill read then : 
the French spoliation bill, and the third the inter- || tion of these demands, invited the sufferers to for- The PRESIDENT. It will make it unlimited 
vention question. [Laughter.] I wantto getclear | ward their evidence, and pledged the public faith Mr. WELLER, Then it will take a hundred 
of them all, and shall therefore vote to take them that proper proceedings should be adopted for || millions of dollars to cover all the claims. 
up for the purpose of getting clear of them. their relief. ; | Mr. BORLAND. The object of the enn 
The question being taken, by yeas and nays, on 5th. Our Government, in the ratification of the || ment is to strike out the limitation of five millions 
the motion to postpone all prior orders, with the | convention of September 30, 1800, canceled these | of dollars, which is now contained in the bil! 
view of taking up the French spoliation bill, re- | demands, and, in distinct terms, forever released | It seems to me that those who contend, ay the 
sulted—yeas 23, nays 19; as follows: and discharged France from all claims therefor. | advocates of this bill do contend—I am not one o¢ 
Y EAS—Messrs. Badger, Bayard, Bradbury, Clarke, Da 6th. Our Government obtained for this release a | them—that these are just claims against the Gov. 
vis, Dodge of lowa, Downs, Fish, Hale, Hamlin, James, || renunciation by France of claims of a national 


’ ; i | ernment of the United States, cannot fairly and 
aS ee nl oe Norris, Pratt os Character which she preferred against the United |! properly, or with any regard for that justice to the 
naa VG Mesers. j yi abey Atchison, Borland, Brodhead, | States, for which our negotiators had offered large | claimants, on which they so much insist, }imi: 
Brooke, Cass, Clemens, Dawson, Dodge of Wisconsin, | sums of money, and the offer had been repeatedly | the amount to be paid. If we recognize these 


Douglas, Felch, Geyer, Gwin, Hunter, King, Mangum, — yejected by the French authorities. , claims at all, as constituting a debt--as we sh 
Morton, Underwood, and Walker—19. ‘ 


So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BADGER. I hope it will not be consid- 
ered a violation of order to say that 1 shall, on 
Thursday next, if nothing particular or special | 
intervenes, ask the Senate to take up the finality 
of the compromise resolution, in order that I may 
finish a speech which I commenced on the first of 
february, on that subject. 


7 
ai) 


These are the positions upon which we rest the || do by the passage of this bill—we must recognize 
bill, and { am willing to leave it here. 1 believe || all that may be proved. That is my view of the 
that the facts are sufficiently understood to rest || justice of the case. I do not see, and have neve; 
the claims without a further exposition of them. || been able to understand, how far, or on what prin- 
If there is nothing urged against them, I shall || ciple, we can, with justice or propriety, limit the 
willingly leave the matter here; if anything is | amount to be paid. We know that a large num- 
urged, | shall desire an opportunity to make only |; ber of these claimants are children. Now, be- 
a brief reply to such points as may be pressed, || cause some of the claimants, in person or by 
where silence might lead to misapprehension, but |, their attorneys, come forward and ask us to re- 


FRENCH SPOLIATIONS,. | not to go into an elaborate discussion of the sub- | duce the amount, so that the country may not be 

The Senate accordingly proceeded, as in Com- |, ject. || frightened at the enormous amount, and the Cop- 
mittee of the Whole, to consider the bill to pro- Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have heretofore voted || gress might not dare to burden the Treasury with 
vide for the ascertainment and satisfaction of | for this bill, and l intend to do so again; but there || it, as they will do by recognizing it as a debt— 
claims of American citizens for spoliations com- | is one clause of it which I wish to have amended, || because such claimants, who are willing to catch 
mitted by the French prior to July 31, 1801. || if the Senator from Maine will consent to it. The | at a part rather than risk the loss of the whole, as 


Mr. BRADBURY. I thank the Senate for this | bill now states that this stock is to be payable at | they fear they would do if the whole thing was 
expression of their willingness to consider this | any time, at the pleasure of the Government, after | exposed beforehand, come here and ask us to re- 
bill at the present time; and, as the best return | twenty years. 1 desireto strike out from the thir- || duce it to an amount which the country might be 
can make for this courtesy, | will say that, as the | teenthline of theseventh section the words “twenty || induced to tolerate, and Congress may venture to 


subject has been so often discussed, and is, or | years from.” |) give—shall we, I ask, from considerations like 
ought to be, so well understood, I am willing to Mr. BRADBURY. I accept of that modifica- || these, violate the very principle upon which, alone, 
submit it to the action of the Senate without de- | tion. 


we dare recognize the claims at all, and in disre- 
taining Senators by any extended remarks from Mr. UNDERWOOD. I see no reason why |, gard and derogation of the claims of these chil- 


me. | desire votes rather than speeches. The | we should hamper the Government in its opera- |; dren, who, if we owe them at all, cannot release 
claimants, constituting a large number of ourciti- | tions. If the bill is amended in the manner [ have || us from any part of it, unless we pay them all? | 
zens, have, for half a century, been making appli- | proposed, it will read, ‘‘and each certificate of |, ask, shall we do this? 


cation to Congress for redress, without being able, || stock shall be redeemable at the pleasure of the || | have not risen to make a speech; I shall not 
except on three or four occasions, to obtain a di- | United States at any time after the date of the ter- || attempt one. My only purpose was to indicate 
rect vote upon the subject of their application. mination of said commission.’’ | what | regard as the principle in the case—the only 


Perhaps | ought to explain in a few words the Mr. HALE. I want to suggest to the gentle- || principle—and what, in my opinion, inevitably 
provisions of the bill. man who had charge of this bill, that if the \} follows as our duty, if it be recognized as a prin- 
{t will be sufficient to say that it contemplates the | amendment is adopted, some notice should be | ciple atall. We either owe the money, or we do 
appropriation of an amount not exceeding $5,000,- | given when these certificates shall be redeemable. || not. If we owe any, we owe what can be proved; 
000, in full satisfaction of the claims of our citizens | | think the Government should give atleast twelve || and that we must pay in full, or we repudiate the 


for the spoliations referred to. lt provides for the || months’ notice. i just debts of the Government. We cannot prop- 
appointment of a board of commissioners, whose || Mr. UNDERWOOD. Say six months. | erly compound with our creditors without ac- 
duty it shall be to ascertain the validity andj; Mr. BRADBURY. Twelve months, I think, |) knowledging ourselves either bankrupt or dishon- 
amount of the demands of the several claimants: | would be better. | est. I do not believe we are the former, and | 
it contemplates the appropriation of the $5,000,000 || Mr. HALE. I move to insert ‘‘twelve months.’’ || cannot acknowledge we are the latter. If we do 
at a future time; and further provides that the || The PRESIDENT. It is not in order to move || not owe it as a debt, we have no authority, no 
claimants shall receive a pro rata dividend, in case | that amendment til! the question is taken on the || right, to give the public money away. 

the aggregate of their claims exceed the amountof | motion to strike out. 1) Mr, BRADBURY. The Senator from Michi- 
$5,000,000, and that they shall file, with their re- || The motion to strike out the words ‘twenty || gan, (Mr. vine I believe, had a design to make 
spective claims, a release, declaring that the divi- || years from”? was then agreed to. || some remarks to the Senate in regard to this bili, 
dend they may receive shall be a full discharge. || Mr. HALE. I now move to add at the end of || and | hope that he may be allowed to proceed. 
It is my purpose, in order to secure a faithful exe- | the section the words “‘upon twelve months’ no- || With his permission, Laman I will occupy a 
cution of the commission, to offer an additional || tice.’’ | moment or two in response to what has failen trom 
section to the bill, providing for the appointment || The amendment was agreed to. || the Senator from Arkansas. That Senator moves 
of an attorney to the board, whose duty it shall be Mr. BRADBURY. I will now offeran amend- || to strike out of the bill the words ‘* to an amount 
to resist all unjust claims, and protect the interests || ment, which I propose as an additional section: || not exceeding five millions of dollars,” and argues 


of the United States, and of the fund that may be (< And be it further enacted, That an attorney to said board 
appropriated to carry the biil into effect. Having || be appointed by the President of the United States, by and 
said thus much, I propose to submit the bill for ber or advice a aaron the aaa whose duty it 

. : ; ‘ ron. || Shall be to resist all unjust claims, and protect the interest 
the action of the Senate. I prefer to letthetwen- || Orne United States, and of the fend that may be apero- | ; 
ty-eight favorable reports that have been made by || priated to carry this bill into execution; and to this end he ficient answer to the argument of the honorable 
committees of Congress advocate its justice. [ | shal! have power to examine witnesses, and to cause tes- || Senator to say, that the claimants generally would 
prefer to let Marshall, Madison, Monroe, Liv- | timony to be taken, and have access to all testimony be. |! be very glad to obtain their dividends of the five 

. . e ore P CO Hssio nse © " g ane 5 S 

ingston, and other distinguished men of that day, | Pre oe On ne tae or ll eee He chat ge uing it, and || millions proposed to be appropriated. They ar? 


; ; : | the right to be heard in all cases. He shall be sworn toa : ; : . 
who were acquainted and identifi-d with the facts, || faithful performance of his duty as attorney, and shall be || Satisfied with this amount, and the motion to in- 


out of which the claims arose, speak in their be- || entitled to the same compensation as one of the commis- || crease it or leave it indefinite, does not come from 
half. If they are not heard, nothing that [ can ,, SoRners. | them. 


that, if anything should be paid, the whole amount 
should be paid. At the same time, the honorable 
Senator informs us that he is individually opposed 
| to the payment of anything. It would be a suf- 


' 
j 
| 
' 
| 
| 
| 





say will be likely to receive attention. | The amendment was agreed to. ‘(| | have heard another remark, that very proba- 
*erhaps, in frankness, I ought to state the po- Mr. ADAMS. Isit in order to move now to | bly this bill would involve the expenditure of an 
sition upon which the claims are placed. We | lay this bill on the table? indefinite amount—twenty, thirty, or perhaps a 
contend— | The PRESIDENT. Certainly. ' hundred millions of dollars. Permit me to say 
Ist. That previous to the ratification of the con- Mr. ADAMS. As that will be a test question, || that the ciaims were estimated at the time by our 


vention of September 30, 1800, numerous Ameri- I make that motion; for if the majority are in- || envoys to’'France at from fifteen totw n 7 millions 
can citizens had just demands against the Gov- clined to pass the bill, I will offer some amend- | of dollars. This embraced the entire ..ass of the 
ernment of France, for property of the value of | ments, which I desireto have adopted if it passes. | claims—the claims of those who have received sat- 
several millions of dollars, seized and confiscated If it is not to pass, it is useless to consume the || isfaction under the Louisiana treaty, as well as 


under authority of that Government, in violation | time in considering the amendments. || those who have been paid under the Florida treaty. 
of treaties and national law, for which France,» Mr. FELCH. L[hope the Senator will with- | There has been received, under those treaties and 
was bound to make indemnity to the sufferers. || draw that motion for a short time. || a subsequent treaty, in round numbers $7,157,000. 
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If, then, rhe died hlieas ‘smal to the iennsoas | Mr.§ SMART. I claian the nny to the floor. 
estimate of $20,000, 000, there would be now due The ‘SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
19 2,842, 954. If, te ever, that estimate was too | bama is entitled to the floor, and moves to suspend 
_ and the amount due was but $15,000,000, | the rules to enable him to submit a motion to pro- 
cre would still remain to this class of claimants, ceed to such business upon the Speaker’s table as 
he have received nothing, $7,843,000. , will not give rise to debate. 

But, sir, I think the principle is a correct one, Mr. SMART. The Speaker having called the 
whieh is proposed to be adopted in this bill. The | State of Maine for petitions, I claim the floor for 
Government of the United States undertook the | that purpose, as one of the Representatives of 
prosecution of these claims, and received, in con- that State. rs ; 
sideration for their release, a discharge fromthe || The SPEAKER. Maine was called for peti- 

aims made by France against the Government || tions, but it is also in order to move to suspend the 

f por te nited States. The Government did not | rules. 
eive compensation in dollars and cents, but it | Mr. COBB. I hope the gentleman will inter- 
ceived a release trom claims against itself. These | pose no objection. 
re ras were indefinite in amount, and had to be | The question was then taken, and the House 
estimated. There is no tribunal to estimate them | refused to suspend the rules, to go to the business 
except the Congress of the United States. They |, upon the Speaker’s table. 


vf repeat, indefinite in amount, and they might | THE ADDITIONS TO THE CAPITOL. 
. 20 ( »,000; _ rrPART fir 7 . 
have swelled to $20,000,000, or a $100,000.01 Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. The joint res- 


or they might, in the judgment of some, have ‘a : : . 
o to $5,000,000. By this bill Congress under- olution for the continuance of the work on the ex- 
ee tensions of the Capitol, has just been reported from 


takes to estimate the amount of the claims of shen Sones At Anion thnenteieadtidiienddnal 
= . ° . p > 0 co ) 
Myance, which was consideration received, and akan eyes . ; 


85,000,000. We thus determine that the House, that it may now be taken up and dis- 
posed of. But, before making that request, I will 
state what I desire doing in reference to the matter. 
‘Two amendments have been made, by the Senate, 
to the resolution: one restricting the architect 
and the Secretary of the Interior, in their con- 
tracts, to the amount of the appropriation. Ihave 
no objection to that amendment, and shall move 


fixes it at 
the claims against France were worth $5,000,000 | 
to the claimants, and that that is the value of the 
onsideration received by our Government for these 
releases. It would not be correct to assume the | 
amount of a claim to be in all cases the true meas- | 
ure of damages, when the Government makes it- | 


self liable to the claimant; but the value of it to | shataien Shoes a te TI tl i 
. . . : > co > 0 ( 
the claimant, and that is to be determined in this | @* Mie *touse concur i i re other amen 


case, in part, by the value of the consideration | Me@tS propose to iaeaet the workmen for = 
Sates ar aad . F time, during the suspension of the 
ae xchange. which we 5 () 00. | loss of their | 
, odin ae ee e fix at $5,000,000. work upon the wings of the C apitol—to pay them, 
But this amendment is urged by those who are | 
ypposed to paying anything. It 9 not for them || °* f they had been to work during the whole 
‘i make this objection when the claimants say pees ao to reject eo a It 
, ee s > > x - 
that although their demands may be greater, they || Will not take five minutes to dispose of the reso 
are willing ‘to ace ept $5,000,000 in full compensa- - (c sien of “ Agreed” ‘ Agreed!” *) 
tion of all their clatms. ; 5 
, r Mr. On ‘ ll be saves t] 
Mr. BORLAND. Lask the yeas nays on the = BRC OKS. we a be saved, if the 
mend ment: ; resolution is now oe eret 
The yeas and nays were ordered. Mr. FLOYD objected. 


Mr. FELCH. If the Senator who proposed | 
to lay this bill on the table desires now to test the | : “pie 
iseof the Senate on that question, [ will yield the | have indicated. oan ; he Sneal 
floor in order that he may make the motion. Mr. OLDS. The resolution is upon the Speak 

Mr. ADAMS. I withdraw the motion with | ers table. 
creat ‘edummaaee 

Mr. FELCH. If the question is not taken on | 
that motion, I desire before the vote is taken on | 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from | 
Arkansas, to say something on the subject. 

The honorable gentleman then proceeded to 
address the Senate on the subject generally; and 
having spoken for some time without concluding, 
he gave Way, 

And on motion the Senate adjourned. 


ate. 


joint resolution lies there. 


of submitting that motion. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


yeas and nays; which were not ordered. 


Monpar, April 12, 1852. || The question was then put, and it was decided 
And the rules were suspended. 
The amendments of the Senate were then read 


. in th rmative. 
The House met at twelve o’clock,m. Prayer | oun 


y the Rev. Lirriteron F. Morean. 
The Journal of Friday was read and approved. 


| by the Clerk, as follows: 


> || co ct heretofore made. 
by the hands of Assury Dickins, Esq., their | “9p nes 


ofthe work upon the Capitol, with certain amend- 


ments, in which they asked the concurrence of the 
House. ] 


BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 


isto ask the unanimous consent of the House, 


will not give rise to debate. I do this disinterest- 
lly, destring that the business upon the Speak- 


acted upon, Government for a like preceding period of time. 


Mr. STANTON. Objection being made, I 
move a suspension of the rules, for the purpose I 


The SPEAKER. The resolution referred to 
was reported a few moments ago, from the Sen- 


Mr.OLDS. We have just refused to proceed | 
to the business upon the Speaker’s table, and this 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ken- 
tucky moved to take from the Speaker’s table a 
particular resolution, which being objected to, he 
moves a suspension of the rules for the purpose 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, demanded the 


~_ DOALE ‘ . 1. Provided, Nothing herein contained shal! be so con- 
The SPEA KER. The first business in order is || strued as to authorize any officer, or agent of the United 
the reception of petitions from the Stateof Maine. || States, to bind the United States by contract, beyond the 

fA messace was here received from the Senate amount appropriated by Congress, or to sanction any such 


2. That the architect appointed by the President of the 
Secretary, notifying the House that the Senate had || United States to superintend the prosecution of the work in 
cone urred in the amendments of the House to || the construction of the additions to the Capitol, be, and he 
e } » ! || is hereby authorized, to examine the claims of the work 
e joint resolution author izing the continuance nen to iudemuiey for the loss of their time during the sus 
pension of the work upon said additions for want of an 
appropriation; and that the said architect allow to such of 
| said workmen re<pectively as were suspended from labor 
during the pendency of this joint resolution, making such 
appropriation, with the encouragement, and under an 
Mr. COBB. My oh ject in rising this morning authorized assurance, that upon the said appropriation being 
J : = * |) made their labor would again be required by the Govern 

|, ment, and who, intermediately, had no opportunity of ob- 
that the business upon the Speaker’s table be taken |) taining employment in the city of Washington, such reason- 
up and referred—that is, such business, only, as able indemnity for the loss of their wages for labor during 

the suspension of the work, as under the circumstances 
of their respective cases, justice and equity may require ; , z 
|| not exceeding, however, in any case, the average rateof 1! will be by way of argument. We are not now 
er’s table may be referred to the committees and || the earnings of said workmen in the employment of the 
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Mr. STANTON. I call for the previous ques- 
tion then. 

Mr. ORR. Dol understand the gentleman to 
move to non-concur in the second amendment? 

Mr. STANTON. That is the unde roonine 

The call for the previous question was seconde 
and the main question was ordered to be put. 

The question was then put upon the first amend- 
ment, and it was agreed to 

The question now being on the adoption of the 
second amendment, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, demanded the yeas 
and nays; which were ordered. 

Mr. ORR. Is the vote upon a motion of non 
concurrence in the amendment? 

The SPEAKER. The regular vote is upon the 
adoption of the amendment. That there may be 
no misunderstanding upon the part of any ge nile 
man in recard to the nature of the vote, those in 
favor of the amendment will vote ** yea,”’ those 
opposed ‘* nay. 

‘The qyestion was then taken upon the adoption 
of the second amendment of the Senate, and it 
was decided in the negative—yeas 19, nays 136, 
as follows: ‘ 

YEAS —Meessrs. Barrere, Bowne, Dean, Florence, Gen 
try, Gorman, Harper, Martin, Newton, Samuel W. Parker 
Polk, Price, Sackett, Schermerhorn, Schoolcraft, Stanly, 
Walsh, Washburn, and Yates—19. 

NAYS—Measrs. Aiken, Willis Allen, Allison, Johan Ap 
pleton, William Appleton, Ashe, David J. Bailey, Thomas 
H. Bayly, Bennett, Bocock, Bragg, Brenton, Briggs 
Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Buell, Burrows, E. Carringtor 
Cabell, Joseph Cabell, Lewis D. Campbell, Chandler, 
Chapman, Chastain, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Curtis, Daniel 
John G. Davis, Dockery, Doty, Dunham, Durkee, Past 
man, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ficklin, Fitch, Floyd, Fow 
ler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gaylord, Goodenow, 
Grey, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, Isham G. Harris, Ha 
ven, Hendricks, Henn, Hibbard. Hillyer, Horsford, Hous 
ton, Howard, John W. Howe, Hunter, Jackson, Jenkins, 

Andrew Johnson, James Johnson, John Johnson, Daniel 

T. Jones, George W. Jones. J. Glancy Jones, George G 
King, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Leteher, Lock 
hart, Mace, Mann, Humphrey Marshall, Mason, McCorkle, 
McDonald, McLanahan, McMuliin, McNair, MeQueen, 

Meacham, Miller, Millson, Molony, Henry D. Moore, Jolm 

Moore, Morehead, Murray, Nabers, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, 

Andrew Parker, Peaslee, Penn, Penniman, Perkins, 

Phelps, Powell, Robbins, Ross, Russell, Scudder, Scurry, 

David L. Seymour, Skelton, Smart, Smith, Benjamin 

Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stanton, 

Abr’m P. Stevens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, 

Stratton, Strother, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, George W. 

Thompson, Thurston, Tuck, Walbridge, Wallace, Ward, 

Watkins, Wells, “Alexander White, Wilcox, Williams, 

and Woodward—16. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. STANTON. I move that the votes by 
which the first amendment was adopted and the 
second rejected be reconsidered, and that the mo- 
tion to reconsider do lie upon the table; which 
latter motion was agreed to. 


PUBLIC PRINTING. 

Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi. I ask the unan 
imous consent of the House to introduce a joint 
resolution, of which previous notice has been 
given, in regard to the public printing. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as follows: 

Joint Resolution in regard to the Public Printing 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 

wither the joint resolution of 1546, ‘directing the manner 
of procuring the printing for the two Houses of Congress, 
nor any other act or resolution of Congress authorizes, or 
shall be so construed as to authorize, the Joint Committee 
on Printing to discharge one contractor and employ another 
or to take the printing from one person and give it to another 
But in all cases where the commitiee shall deem that there 
has been neglect of duty or unnecessary delay on the part 
of the public printer, the facts shall be reported to Congress, 
and the committee shall be governed by its advice 

Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky objected. 

Mr. BROWN. I move a suspension of the 
rules, to enable me to introduce the resolution, and 
upon that motion I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. GORMAN. Will the House indulge me 
by having read a clause of the law of 1846? 

Mr. BROWN. I object. If it is read, I will 

ask the privilege of replying to it. [f it be read, 


to vote upon the passage of the resolution, but 











































































































Mr. KING. Such as may not be objected to. 
Mr. CLINGMAN. [I object to any qualifi_a- 
tion. I would be willing to go to the business | 

referred to regularly. 

Mr. COBL. I move a suspension of the rules 
for the purpose of proceeding to the consideration 
of such business upon the Speaker’s table as may 
not give rise to debate. 


only upon the motion to suspend the rules to allow 
Mr. Speak- it to be introduced for consideration. It will be 
open to amendment and debate, when introduced. 

[Cries of ** Call the previous question !”” ‘* Call [Cries of ‘* Let it be read!” ‘* Let it be read!’’) 

= evious question !’*} Mr. BAYLY. The motion for the reading can 

r. STANTON. Ifthe previous question can | be put to the House. 

be. vealled upon both amendments, I do so. Mr. BROWN. | withdraw my objection to 
The SPEAKER. The call ‘for the previous the reading of the law. 

question would operate upon both. Mr. POLK. If objection is made to the read- 


Mr. STANTON, of Kentucky. 
er 















+ Bure sag Ete 


C 


arene 


Coal badly new brie ny ot 


a 


Wy 


Perea ee 


1050 


ing of the clause indicated, I will move to lay the | 
whole subject upon the table, as [ am unwilling to | 
vole upon the passage of that which I am not | 


allowed to understand. 

The SPEAKER. The matter is not yet before 
the House. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I understand the motion to 
be to suspend the rules for the purpose of allowing 
the re: 
sideration, 

Mr. BROWN. 


the motion now pending, 


The SPEAKER, Thatis the proposition. The 


gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Gorman] asks to 


have read a clause of the law of 1846, which the | 


pending resolution proposes to affect. 

Mr. CLINGMAN. Until the subject comes 
before the House for consideration f object to 
debate or the reading of anything. Debate will 


be proper when the resolution is regularly before | 


the House. 


The question was then taken upon the motion 
to suspend the rules, and it was decided in the | 


negative—yeus 98, nays 60; as follows: 


VY EAS—Mesers. Aiken, Allison, John Appleton, Bo 
eock, Bowie, Bragg, Brenton, Albert G. Brown, Buell, 


Joseph Cable, Lewis 1). Campbell, Chandler, Clingman, | 


Cobb, Callom, Curtis, Daniel, John G. Davis, Doty, Dur 
kee, Edgerton, Edmundson, Ficklin, Fitch, Florence, 


Floyd, Fowler, Gamble, Gentry, Goodrich, Grow, Hall, | 


Hamilton, Harper, [sham G. flarris, Henn, Hibbard, Hors 
tord, Houston, Jon W. Howe, Hunter, Jackson, Jenkins, 


James Johnson, John Johnson, George W. Jones, J. Gianey 


Jones, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Mann, Hum 


phrey Marshall, Martin, Mason, McDonaid, McLanahan, | 


MeNair, MeQaeen, Millson, Miner, Molony, Henry D. 


Moore, Morehead, Murray, Nabers, Newton, Olds, Orr, | 


Outlaw, Andrew Parker, Peastee, Penn, Penniman, Per 
kins, Phelps, Powell, Rantoul, Robbins, Russell, Sackett, 


Schoolcratt, Scurry, Smart, Smith, Snow, Abraham P. | 
Stevens, Thaddeus Stevens, Stone, St. Martin, Stratton, | 
Tuck, Venable, Walbridge, Wallace, Watkins, and Wood- | 


ward-—&, 


NAY S—Messrs. William Appleton, Thomas H. Bayly, | 


Barrere, Bartlett, Bennett, Bowne, Briggs, Brooks, Bur 


rows, Chapman, Chastain, Clark, Dawson, Dean, Deckery, | 


Freeman, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gaylord, Goodenow, Gor 
man, Grey, Jammond, Haven, Hendricks, Hillyer, How 
ard, tugersoll, Andrew Julinson, George G. King, Letcher, 


Lockart, Mace, McMullin, Miller, Samuel W. Parker, | 
Polk, Price, Riddle, Ross, Savage, Schermerhorn, Skelton, | 
Staniy, Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard | 


H. Stanton, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, Benjamin Thomp 
son, George W. Thompson, Thurston, Walsh, Ward. 
Washburn, Alexander White, 
Y ates—6v. 


So the rules were not suspended. 


Mr. HAVEN. 


and inasmuch as the House, by a vote already 
given just now, manifested a desire to know some- 


thing upon the subject, | wish to show to the | 
House, if there is any desire on their part to 
Iam ready | 


know, what the state of business is. 
and willing to tell them how the matter stands. 
Mr. KING, of New York. 
mittee will report. 
Mr. ORR. Unless the gentleman will allow a 


resolution by way of correction to be introduced, | 


I object. 
Mr. POLK. 


I rise to a question of order. I 


ask what there is before the House connected with 


this subject? 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. KING. Is nota report from the Printing 
Committee in order at any time? 
The SPEAKER. 


een to be made. The gentleman from New 


‘ork can make a report from the committee, but 


not a verbal one. 
Mr. ORR. I believe there is nothing before 
the House 
Mr. HAVEN. 


rules? 

The SPEAKER. 
osition would not be debatable. 

Mr. HAVEN. Lean only say, I have no de- 
sire about this matter, if the House do not wish 
to hear. 
been done. 

Mr. KING. The House wishes to hear. 


DUTY ON RAILROAD IRON. 
Mr. ORR. 


ing resolution: 
Resolved, That the Committee of Ways and Means be in 


structed to report on Tuesday, the 20th instant, at half past | 


twelve o'clock, p.m., a billin the words following, to wit: 


lution to come before the House for con- | 


That is all that is intended by 


Wilcox, Williams, and |) Carolina [Mr. Orr] proposes that the rules shall 


[ will say this to the House. 
Inasmuch as this subject of public printing has | 
excited some attention in the public newspapers, | 


i 
| hope the com- 


Discussion is not in order, 
unless by unanimous consent. 


It is, but there is no report | 


Is it in order for me to move | 
to reconsider the vote just taken to suspend the | 


Itis in order, but the prop- | 


i am willing to disclose all that has | 


I ask leave to introduce the follow- | 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representa- 
tives of the United States of America in Congress assem- 
bied, That the iron tor the construction of al) railroads in 
the United States, or the Territories thereof, may be im- 
ported free of all duty: Provided, nevertheless, 'That in all 
cases hereatter, whenever itis proposed to claim this ex- 
emption from duty in case of the importation of iron for 
such purposes, it shall be the duty of the person or persous 
importing the same, to give bond in such manner as may 
be preseribed by the Secretary of the Treasury, conditioned 
to show that, within three years from the time of said im 
portation, the said iron has been laid down for permanent 


| use on some railroad; orin the event of failure to make it 


sO appear, then the persop or persons importing said iron 
to be required to pay double the rates of duty now required 
by law: Provided further, That inthe event of it being nade 
to appear, to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, that the omission to lay down said rails has not occurred 


by reason of any fraudulent purpose to evade the payment of 


the prescribed rate of duty ou such iron, that then it shall be 
his duty to give further and reasonable time for the bona 
fide application of said iron to the purposes of railroads. 

Sec. 2. nd be it further enacted, That all duties now due 
on account of the importation of iron for railroads be, and 
the same are hereby remitted: Provided however, 'Vhat in all 
such cases the importation shall be iu the name and for the 
use of some legally incorporated railroad company, or for a 
State or ‘Territory of the United States. 


Mr. ROBBLNS objected. 

Mr. ORR. I move to suspend the rules, and 
upon that motion I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to know of the Chair 
whether the resolution proposed by the gentleman 
from South Carolina [Mr. Oxr] is inorder. The 
point I make upon itis this: that under the express 
standing rules of the House committees are to be 
called in a particular specified order for reports. 
This resolution proposes to change one of the 
standing rules of the House so far as to make it 
the duty of the committee, or enable it, to report 


7 


| 


| Tuck, Walbridge, Washburn, and Alexander Ww 


ask the Chair if the motion I made to go into€ 
| mittee of the Whole is not now first in order 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| tled to the floor. 


_ April 12, 


merhorn, Schoolcraft, Scudder, David L. Seymour, s 

ton, Stanly, Benjamin Stanton, Abraham Pp. sie Rel. 
Thaddeus Stevens, Stratton, Stuart, Sutherland 
Benjamin Thompson, George W. 


Stevens, 
TY > Tay hor 
Thompson, Thurstoy’ 
hite—g7’ 


So the House refused to suspend the rules. 


Mr. SMART obtained the floor. 
Mr. POLK. I rise to a question of order. I 


/OmM- 


The SPEAKER. The motion could hot be 
made during the pendency of the motion which yw 
made by the gentleman trom South Carolina (Mr 
Orr] to suspend the rules. _" 

Mr. POLK. Having made the motion, I ask if 


| Lwill notby proper courtesy be entitled to the flo, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair recognized the 
gentleman from Maine, (Mr. Smarr,] who is ey. 


Mr. SMART, by unanimous consent of the 


| House, presented resolutions from the Legislature 


| patents of Wood worth’s planing machine, and P 


of the State of Maine adverse to the extension of 


, ar- 
ker’s reacting water-wheel; which were referred 


| to the Committee on Patents, and ordered to je 


printed, 
Mr. GOODENOW,, by unanimous consent, 


| presented resolutions from the Legislature of the 
| State of Maine in support of the memorial to Con- 


| gress asking the assistance of the United States 


at any time it pleases without a regular call of 


committees, and in violation of that law of the 
House. 

The SPEAKER. The proposition is not to 
change the standing rules of the House, but to sus- 
pend the rules of the House, which stand in the 
way of the introduction of the measure proposed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. That may be true, but 1 
would like to know whether that is a mere sus- 
pension of rules, or whether it is not a proposition 
to change the rules? The rules say that commit- 
tees shall report in a certain specified order, 
but 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South 
be suspended for a particular purpose, which re- 
quires two thirds. 

Mr. ORR. There is a precedent for it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no difficulty 
with regard to the rule. ; 

Mr. POLK. Will a motion that the House 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole on 
the state of the Union take precedence of the one 
now under consideration? 

The SPEAKER. Sucha motion would be in 
order. 

Mr. POLK. I move, then, that the rules be 
suspended, and that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. ORR. Can the Speaker entertain these 
two propositions at the same time? 

The SPEAKER. Both are privileged ques- 
tions, and they will be voted upon in the order in 
which they have been submitted. 

Mr. ORR demanded the yeas and nays upon 
the proposition submitted by him; which were 
ordered. 

The question was then taken and there were— 
yeas 55, nays 97; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Bocock, Bragg, Briggs, Albert 


G. Brown, Joseph Cable, Chapman, Clark, Clingman, 
John G. Davis, Doty, Eastman, Edmundson, Fitch, Free- 
man, Gentry, Gorman, Grey, Hall, Hendricks, Henn, How- 
ard, Jackson, James Johnson, John Johnson, Robert W. 
Johnson, Landry, Lockhart, Mace, Humphrey Marshall, 
McCorkle, McQueen, Molony, John Moore, Nabers, Orr, 
Outlaw, Samuel W. Parker, Penn, Penniman, Rantoul, 
Scurry, Smart, Smith, Frederick P. Stanton, Stone, St. 
Martin, Venable, Wallace, Watkins, Wilcox, Williams, 
Woodward, and Yates—45. 

NAYS—Messrs. Willis Allen, Allison, John Appleton, 
William Appleton, Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bartlett, 
Bennett, Bowie, Bowne, Brenton, Brooks, Buell, Burrows, 
Chandler, Chastain, Cobb, Conger, Curtis, Daniel, Daw- 
son, Dean, Dockery, Dunham, Durkee, Edgerton, Flor- 
ence, Floyd, Fowler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Gamble, Gay- 
lord, Goodenow, Goodrich, Grow, Hamilton, Hammond, 
Isham G. Harris, Haven, Hibbard, Hillyer, Horsford, Hous- 
ton, John \W. Howe, Hunter, Ingersoll, Jenkins, Andrew 
Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, George W. Jones, 3. Glancy 
Jones, George G. King, Preston King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Letch- 
er, Mann, Martin, Mason, McDonald, McLanahan, Mc- 
Mullin, McNair, Meacham, Henry D. Moore, Murray, 
Newton, Andrew Parker, Peaslee, Perkins, Polk, Price, 


i| Riddle, Robbins, Ross, Russell, Sackett, Savage, Scher- 


} 


| Government in behalf of the European and Nort) 
| American railway; a portion of which was referred 
| to the Committee on the Post Office and Post 


Roads, and a portion to the Committee on Roads 
and Canals; and they were all ordered to be printed. 
Mr. POLK moved to suspend the rules, and that 


the House resolve itself into the Committee of the 


W hole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. BARRERE, from the Committee on En- 


| rolled Bills, reported as correctly enrolled “ An 
| act to extend the time forselecting the landsgranted 
| to the State of Wisconsin for saline purposes;” 


which received the signature of the Speaker. 
Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I hope the gentle- 
man from ‘Tennessee [Mr. Pox] will withdraw 
his motion, and permit me to offer a report froin 
the Committee on Roads and Canals. 
Mr. POLK. I do not withdraw my motion. 
The question was then taken, and there being 


| only forty-seven in the affirmative, the House re- 


fused to suspend the rules to go into committee. 


COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 

Mr. BAYLY, of Virginia. I move thatthe rules 
be suspended, so as to allow the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Haven] to make a verbal report 
from the Committee on Printing. I desire to know 


| the facts in the case. 


Mr. HOUSTON. If that report is to be made, 


| I would rather see it in writing. 


Mr. SEYMOUR. 


I move to amend that reso- 


| lution. 


The SPEAKER. The motion is to suspend 
the rules, to enable the gentleman from Virginia 


| (Mr. Bayxy] to submit a motion, or for the pur- 

| pose rather of authorizing the gentleman from 

| New York [Mr. Haven] to make a verbal report 
from the Committee on Printing. 


| the Chair? 


Mr. HOUSTON. May I make an inquiry of 
Is it not the privilege of the Commit- 


| tee on Printing to report whenever it sees fit, and 
| at any time? 


The SPEAKER. Itis the privilege, under the 
rules of the House, for the Committee on Printing 


| to make a report at any time. 


Mr. BAYLY. 


I rise to a question of order. 


| Can any committee of this House make a verbal 


report ? 

The SPEAKER. Not without a special order 
of the House. The Chair thinks it competent for 
the rules of the House to be suspended, so as to 
allow the gentleman from New York (Mr. Haven] 
to make a speech, or to make a verbal report from 
the committee. 

Mr. STUART. If the rules of the House are 
ee according to parliamentary law, can & 
verbal report be made? dna 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it 1s com- 
petent to suspend the rules to allow the gentleman 
to make a speech—and a verbal report is but a 
speech. : 

Mr. WOODWARD. I wish to make a point 
of order, and the point I raise is this: not whether 
you cannot suspend the rules so as to authorize a 
report to be made, but whether, under a suspen- 
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sion of the rules, you can present a report which 
js nota report e ‘ 

Mr. BAYLY. I withdraw my motion. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. HOUSTON. I believe I am entitled to 
the floor. ’ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio 
(Mr. Benersen is entitled to the floor. 

; Mr. HOUSTON. The gentleman from Vir- 
ginia (Mr. Bayty]} took the floor from me, and 
sropounded a question. ' 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia 
(Mr. Bayty] withdraws his motion. The gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. Houston] must remem- 
ber that it is not a debatable question, and he is 
not entitled to the floor. 

Mr. HOUSTON. ‘The chair must recollect, 
that | was upon the floor, and the gentleman from 
Virginia (Mr. Bayriy] had no right to withdraw 
his motion, and take the floor from me. I should 
like to know, if the motion can be withdrawn 
when [ am upon the floor? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules the 
point of order made by the gentleman from Ala- 
bama, (Mr. Housron,j upon the ground that he 
was not entitled to the floor, the question not be- 
ing debatable. 

Mr. HOUSTON. It is a question of fact, and 
I do not wish to submit a question of that sort to 
the House. I was upon the floor, recognized b 
the Chair, and propounded a question, and font 
ed to propound additional questions, when the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bayxy] interrupted 
me. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ala- 
bama will remember, that these questions can be 
propounded only by the courtesy of the House, 
and under the rules of the House, he cannot de- 
cide that the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Hovus- 
ron] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio, I move to suspend 
the rules of the House, so as to enable me to sub- 
mit a report from the Committee on Roads and 
Canals, in regard to the construction of a canal 
around the Falls of the Ohio. 

Mr. HAMILTON objected. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Sranton’s 
motion, and there being only thirty-five in the 
affirmative, the rules were not suspended. 


ADJOURNMENT OF CONGRESS. 





Mr. ROBBINS asked the unanimous consent | 


of the House to offer the following resolution: 

Resolved, (with the concurrence of the Senate,) That the 
President of the Senate and Speaker of the House of Rep- 
resentatives close the present session of Congress by an ad- 
journment of their respective Houses on Monday, the fifth 
day of July next, at the hour of twelve o’clock, meridian. 

Mr. CHANDLER objected. 

Mr. ROBBINS moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to offer the resolution. 

Mr. CLINGMAN demanded the yeas and 
nays on this motion; but only eighteen members 
rising, they were not ordered. 

Mr. CLINGMAN called for tellers on the de- 
mand for the yeas and nays; but they were not 
ordered. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Rossins’s 
motion, and (two thirds not voting in thé affirma- 
tive,) it was disagreed to. 


BRANCH MINT IN CALIFORNIA. 

Mr. McCORKLE asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to enable the Committee of 
Ways and Means to report a bill for the estab- 
lishment of a branch mint at San Francisco, 
which that committee had been prepared to report 
for some time. 

Mr. MARSHALL, of Kentucky, objected. 

Mr. McCORKLE moved a suspension of the 
rules, 

And the yeas and nays being put, the House 
refused to suspend the rules, (two thirds not 
voting in the affirmative. ) 


REPORT FROM COMMITTEE ON PRINTING. 

Mr. GORMAN. As much anxiety has been 
manifested this morning on the subject of a report 
from the Committee on Printing, I will state to 
the House that I have commenced the prepara- 
tion of a report, but I do it without law. I ask 


the House, however, to indulge me till to-morrow 
morning to write out the report, as [ cannot do it 
here, and I will then present it to the House the 


first thing after the meeting of the House to- 
morrow. 
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== = 
{Loud cries from all parts of the Hall, of 


** Agreed !’’ ** Agreed!’’} 
PRINTING OF THE CENSUS. 


Mr. SMITH asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to offer the following resolutions: 


Resolved, That it is unnecessary and inexpedient to 
print the census reports upon the plan as presented by the 
Secretary of the Iuterior. 

Resolved, ‘That, with a view to economy and public con 
venience, a committee of three be appointed, whose duty it 
shall be to inquire into the expediency of so condensing and 
arranging the said census reports that the same may be em 
braced in one volume, and to bring in a plan of condensa 
tion, and a bill to carry out the same. 


Mr. DAWSON objected. 

Mr. SMITH moved a suspension of the rules 
to enable him to introduce the resolutions; and on 
that motion he asked for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ORR demanded tellers on the yeas and 
nays; which were ordered; and Messrs. Cuanp- 
Ler and Futcer of Maine were appointed. 

And the question being put, the tellers reported 
35 in the affirmative. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered, 

Mr. STANLY. Suppose the House adjourns 
now, will this matter come up in the morning hour 
to-morrow, or on Monday next? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will decide that 
question when it arises. 

Mr. STANLY. In order to save time, | move 
that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being put, the motion was dis- 
agreed to, on a division—ayes 64, noes 78. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 

The question recurring on Mr. Smiru’s motion 
to suspend the rules— 

Mr. TUCK moved that the rules be suspended; 
and that the House resolve itself into the Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that, 
as the motion of the gentleman from Alabama, 
{Mr. Smirn,} and the motion of the gentleman 
from New Hampshire, [Mr. Tuck,] are both 


| privileged motions, they must be taken in the 


order in which they were made. The motion of 
the gentleman from Alabama is of such a character 
that it must be put before a motion to go into the 
Committee of the Whole on the state ot the Union 
can intervene. 

The question was then taken on Mr. Smrru’s 
motion, and there were—yeas 78, nays 77; as fol- 
lows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Willis Allen, John Appleton, Averett, 
Thomas H. Bayly, Barrere, Bocock, Bragg, Brenton, Buell, 
Joseph Cable, Chastain, Clark, Clingman, Cobb, Jobn G. 
Davis, Dean, Doty, Eastman, Edmundson, Fitch, Flor- 
ence, Floyd, Gamble, Grow, Hall, Hamilton, Hammond, 
Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Hendricks, Hous 
ton, Howard, Ingersoll, Jackson, Jenkins, Andrew John 
son, James Johnson, John Johnson, George W. Jones, J. 
G. Jones, Preston King, Loekhart, Mace, Humphrey Mar 
shall, McDonald, McMullin, McQueen, Millson, More 
head, Murray. Nabers, Olds, Orr, Outlaw, Samuel W. Par 
ker, Peaslee, Penniman, Perkins, Phelps, Polk, Robbins, 
Russell, Sackett, Schooleraft, David L. Seymour, Skelton, 
Smart, Smith, Snow, Richard H. Stanton, Abraham P. Ste 
vens, Stone, Stratton, George W. Thompson, Venable, 
Wallace, Watkins, and Woodward—78. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allison, William Appleton, Bartlett, 
Bennett, Bowie, Bowne, Briggs, Brooks, Burrows, E. Car 
rington Cabell, Chandler, Chapman, Cullom, Dawson, 
Dockery, Durkee, Edgerton, Fowler, Freeman, Thomas J. 
D. Fuller, Gaylord, Gentry, Goodenow, Goodrich, Gor 
man, Grey, Harper, Haven, Henn, Hibbard, Horsford, John 
W. Howe, Hunter, Robert W. Johnson, Daniel T. Jones, 
George G. King, Kuhns, Kurtz, Landry, Mann, Martin, 
Mason, McCorkle, McLanahan, McNair, Meacham, Miller, 
Miner, Molony, Henry D. Moore, Newton, Andrew Par- 
ker, Porter, Price, Ross, Schermerhorn, Scurry. Stanly, 
Benjamin Stanton, Frederick P. Stanton, Thaddeus Ste 
vens, Stuart, Sutherland, Taylor, Benjamin Thompson, 
Thurston, Tuck, Wallbridge, Walsh, Ward, Wasbburn, 
Wells, Alexander White, Wilcox, Williams, and Yates 


So (two thirds not voting in the affirmative) the 
rules were not suspended. 

BILLS ON THE SPEAKER'S TABLE. 

Mr. HIBBARD. There are many bills from 
the Senate on the Speaker’s table, which it is 
highly important should be acted upon. A portion 
of them have lain there for more than two months. 
Such delay is a reproach to legislation. I ask the 
unanimous consent of the House to offer the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That the House now proceed to dispose of such 
bills from the Senate on the Speaker’s table as shall not be 
objected to, and shall not give rise to debate. 

Mr. OUTLAW objected. 

Mr. HIBBARD moved to suspend the rules, to 


| enable him to offer the resolution; and on that 


motion he demanded the yeas and nays. 
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The yeas and nays were not ordered; and the 
question being put, the motion to suspend the 
rules was disagreed to, (two thirds not voting in 


| the affirmative.) 


Mr. HOUSTON. It is evident that we shall 
accomplish nothing by these motions to suspend 
the rules, and | therefore ask the House, by unan- 


| mous consent, to proceed to the call of commut- 
| tees for reports, 


Mr. CABELL, of Florida, objected. 
Mr. HOUSTON. I move to suspend the rules, 


| to enable me to move that there be a call of com- 
| mittees for reports. We ought to do something or 


other. 

Mr. BENNETT. I ask the gentleman from 
Alabama to withdraw that motion, to enable me 
to submita resolution which it is necessary should 
be passed. A new post route has been established 
in my district, and, by order of the Department, 
the mail is being carried on that route; but the 
Postmaster General has no authority to pay for 
carrying it. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I would gladly yield to the 
gentieman, but there are several gentlemen here 
who are making similar requests, and | must, 
therefore, decline to withdraw my motion. 

Mr. OUTLAW moved that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. HOUSTON demanded the yeas and nays; 
but they were not ordered. . P 

Mr. LETCHER called for tellers on the ad- 
journment; and they were ordered. 

Mr. OUTLAW withdrew the motion to ad- 
journ. 

Mr. FITCH renewed it. 

Mr. CLARK demanded tellers: which were 
ordered, and Messrs. Cuanpiter and Funier 
were appointed, 

The question was then taken, and the tellers 


| reported—ayes 73, noes 36. 


So the motion was carried in the affirmative, and 
The House adjourned till twelve o’clock to- 


| morrow. 


PETITIONS, &c. 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were presented 
under the rule, and referred to the appropriate committees : 
By Mr. MACE: A memorial from James Mehany, of 
Montgomery county, Indiana, asking for a grant of land to 
construct a railroad from Thorntown, Boone county, Indi 
ana, to some suitable point on the Pacific ocean, in Ove gon, 


| via New Richmond, Attica, up Pine Creek, so as to pass 


north of Walaut Grove, Peoria, south to the Kansas river; 
also, to erect & monument On said road, at some suitable 


| point, in the State of Illinois, to the memory of Christopher 


Columbus, five hundred feet high, surmounted with the 
Holy Bible. 

By Mr. JONES, of Pennsylvania: The resolutions of the 
Legislature of Pennsylvania, in relation to the Woodworth 
patent. ¢ 

Also, the resolutions of the Legislature of Pennsylvania, 
in relation to the canal around the Falls of the Olio 

Also, the petition of citizens of Schuylkill county, for the 
increase of compensation to the deputy marshals for taking 
the census. 

By Mr. MARTIN: The remonstrance of 100 inhabitants 
of Cattaraugus county, New York, against the renewal of 
the Woodworth patent. , 

By Mr. ROBBINS: The petition of Benjamin Sage, 
William M. Evans, and 34 other citizens of the county of 


| Philadelphia, asking Congress to modify the bounty land 


act of September 28, 1550, so as to give each person in 
tended to be benefited thereby, and to each seaman and 
marine who served in said war, not less than one hundred 
and sixty acres of land. 

By Mr. PARKER, of Pennsylvania: The remonstrance 


| of William Baker and 91 others, of Blair county, Penn 


sylvania, against any action by Congress legahzing the 
Wheeling bridge over the Ohio, at its present height 

Also, the remonstrance of David Watseon and 90 others, 
citizens of Blair county, Pennsylvania, of similar import 

By Mr. KUHNS: The joimt resolutions of the State of 
Pennsylvania, adverse to the Woodworth patent 

Also, the joint resolutions of the State of Pennsylvania 
relative to the construction of a canal around the falls of 
the (*hio river, at Louisville. 

By Mr. FITCH: The remonstrance of Jobn Winder and 
others, citizens of Elkhart county, Indiana, against the re 
newal of a patent to Austin and Zebulon Parker “ for ai 
leged improvement upon reaction water-wheels.’’ 

By Mr. PORTER: The petition of James P. Harrison, 
assistant marshal of Pulaski county, Missouri, and that ot 


| John Orricks, assistant marshal of St. Charles county, Mis 
| souri, each asking additional compensation for taking the 


seventh census. 

By Mr. MOORE, of Pennsylvania: Resolutions of the 
Legislature of Pennsylvania agains: the extension of the 
W oodworth patent. 

Also, resolutions from the same, in favor of the construc 


| tion of a canal around the falls of the Ohio river. 


Also, resolutions of the Pennsylvania State Agricultural 
Society, in favor of the establishment of an Agricultural 
Bureau. 

Also, memorial of citizens of Pennsylvania against the 


extension of the Woodworth patent. 


By Mr. BURROWS: The petition of William R. Dan 
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iele and 120 others, citizensof Niagara county, New York, 
praying for further remedies to patentees, 

by Mr. EASTMAN: The memorial of citizens of Grant 
county, Wiseonsin, for a grant of land for a railroad from 

lilwaukie to Potosi, on the Mississippi river. 

ty Mr. CHANDLER: Two meinorials, signed by J. 
W. Ihray, S. M. Day, and many other citizens of Philadel- 
plia, asking Congress to construct a canal around the Falls 
ot @t. Mary. 

Also, the petition of Oliver Byrne and other citizens of 
Pennsylvania, praying the extension of a patent for Uri 
inmons’s patent for a planing machine. 

By Mr. McLANAHAN: Resolutions from the Legisla- 
ture of Pennsylvania instructing the Senators and request- 
ing the Representatives from that State in Congress to vote 
for the construction of a ship canal around the falls of the 
(ihe river. 

By Mr. GAYLORD: The petition of Philip Adams and 
50 other citizens of the counties of Morgan and Perry, ask 
ing the grant of 100,000 acres of the publie lands to aid in 
the construction of a certain plank or Macadamized road 
within said counties. 


IN SENATE. 
Cvespay, April 13, 1852. 
Prayer by the Rev. Lirt_teron F. Monreayn. 


EXTENSION OF THE CAPITOL. 

Mr. HUNTER. I desire to ask the general 
consent of the Senate now, to permit the joint res- 
olution in regard to the extension of the Capitol 
taken up, so that we may act upon the 
messagé of the House, rejecting one of the Sen- 
ate’s amendments. ‘This matter ought to be de- 
cided at once, and I think we can decide it ina 
very few minutes, this morning. 
be the general pleasure of the Senate to take it up, 
and | therefore make that motion. 

‘The PRESIDENT. 
joint resolution authorizing the continuance of the 
work on the two wings of the Capitel, which has 
been returned from the House. if taken up, the 
question will be upon receding from the amend- 


lo ve 


l hope it will | 


It is moved to take up the | 


ment made by the Senate, to which the House has | 


disagreed. 

Mr. BRADBURY. We were admonished by 
a gentleman yesterday that he should debate that 
joint resolution when it comes up. I therefore 
hope we will not take it up, but go on and finish 
the business which we commenced yesterday. 

Mr. HUNTER. I only ask for a portion of 
the morning hour. I think we can get through 
with it in that time. I shall be willing, after one 
o'clock, to give way, if it is not disposed of then. 
| hope no objection will be made to that. 

Mr. BRADBURY. If the Senator consents to 
give way at one o’clock, I withdraw my objec- 
tion. 

The motion to take up the joint resolution was 
agreed Lo, 

The PRESIDENT. 
Senator from Virginia is, that the Senate recede 
from their amendment, which has been rejected 
by the House. : 

Mr. BRODHEAD. 
the yeas and nays. 

‘The Yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. HALE. Before the vote is taken, I want 
te state, for the information of the Senate, that I 
have prepared, agreeably to notice given a day or 
two since, a joint resolution, precisely to the same 
effect as the amendment which has been rejected 
by the House, with one single verbal alteration, 
which was suggested by the honorable Senator 
from North Carolina, [Mr. Bancer,] when that 
amendment was before us, and which it would 


have required unanimous consent then to adopt. 
i? 
ai 


On that question I ask for 


joint resolution, which I will present on the first 
opportunity. 

Mr. MANGUM. I very much hope that it 
will be the sense of the Senate to recede from its 
amendment. This work should be going on; and 
there is no probability that the House will ever 
agree to that amendment. 


The motion made by the 


we recede from our amendment, [ have this | 


All my information is | 


derived from the newspapers, where I find that | 


the vote was so overwhelming that itis impossible 
to entertain the suspicion for a moment that the 
House will recede from its disagreement. 
we shall reeede from the amendment. 
Mr. BORLAND. I have oceupied so much of 
the time of the Senate upon this question, that I 
shall trouble them but a short time now. But 


there are some considerations gonnected with this | 


bill, or with the amendment now before us, which 


Lhope | 


occur to me, and which I feel it my duty to pre- | 


sent 
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As has been said of some other bills that have | 
been before the Senate, to speak against this is, 
indeed, in my opinion, speaking against a ‘‘ fore 
gone conclusion.”’ It is one of that class of bills 
which always passes, and always wil] pass. I 
had no hope that anything | could say in opposi- 
tion to it, from the beginning, would have had 
any influence towards defeating it. My object 
was, however, as it was my right, and, as | think, 
my duty, to put upon the record the opinions and 
views | entertain upon the subject, and let them 
go before the country—at least before that portion 
of it which I represent. 

In the several contests which have marked the 
course of my life, I have always thought, and 
often said, it was exceedingly unwise and impol- | 
itic to ** knock my head against a stone rail. 
Sir, the contest 1 have had with this bill has not | 
tended to change this opinion. I have, indeed, in 
this instance, ** knecked my head against a stone 
wall.”’ 

Mr. WELLER. Knock the wall down. 

Mr. BORLAND. Iwish I could. But Ihave 
been unable to knock it down with the poor means | 
at my command upon this floor. But, although | 
the strength of my head has not been sufficient to | 
knock down these walls, | have no doubt what- 
ever that, with no aid to the hands and arms 
which nature has given me, I have muscular | 
power (though | am of asmall and feeble person) 
to displace and remove every stone from the foun- 
dation of these two wings of the Capitol. ‘This is | 


my opinion, and there are others—men of high || 


intelligence and experience—who agree with me. | 
I mention it to indicate my opinion of this work | 


as a piece of masonry, and especially asa founda- || 


tion for buildings of such size as it is proposed to | 
erect upon It. 

But this view of the subject has been sufficiently 
presented here. It has availed nothing, and will 
avail nothing. ‘There is something stronger than | 


| the stone walls behind the walls, against which 


such considerations never have, and never can 
avail. For the present, at least, | give it up. But | 
I desire to say a few words upon the particular | 
question now before the Senate. It is, whether 
we shall adhere to or recede from that provision 
we adopted in justice to the laboring man? 

In the first stages of this measure before the two 
Houses of Congress, we heard much, and read | 


| much, about the poor laborer out of employment 


and starving—aye, sir, starving; and our galleries 
were filled with them for argument, to get up this 
bill, and hasten its passage. Yes, sir, this was 
the array of the advocates of the bill; while its 
opponents were denounced as enemies to the la- | 
boring man, withholding from the mouths of his | 
starving wife and children the absolute necessaries 
of subsistence. But, sir, how stands the matter 
now? Now that the appeal has been successful— | 
now that the poor laborer has been made use of | 
to serve a purpose—now that the bill has been 


| taken up, and it is found that it can pass without 


, the meee gorged pockets of those who, already 
d 


| money the toil, anc 


the help of the poor laborer—he is forgotten, and | 
cast aside—his wife may starve, his children may 
cry for bread, and these good friends of his are 
blind to his wants, and deaf to his claims: while 
we, who were once called his enemies and oppress- | 
ors, are now denounced, on the other hand, for 
obstructing a great public work, because we main- | 
tain the claims of the same laboring man—claims ' 
whose justice, but three days ago, was acknowl- 
edged by the Senate. In this view, sir, the prac- | 
tical question before us is, shall we withhold this | 
well-earned bread from the mouths of these poor | 
men, in order to pour half a million of dollars into 


rich, wou 


mu uply their gains by coining into 
sweat, and misery of these 


poor laboring men? 

That is the question we have to decide; and I 
desire to put myself at least right in regard to it, 
and to let it be seen, upon the record of yeas and 


| nays, where thosegentlemen who were so consid- 


| erate of the poor laboring man in the beginning, 


when something was to be gained by using them, | 
and whose conduct, in contrast with ours, was | 
held up to the country as such bright examples of | 
propriety, and justice, and humanity, stand now, 
and where we stand. I want it to be seen who is | 
for taking care of the laboring man, and who is | 
not; who is for recognizing his claims upon the 

justice and humanity of Congress, and who is for | 


| repudiating those claims; who is for still further | 








E. 











paying money into the pockets of speculators and 
who is for withholding it when, in my opinior 
there is no public necessity or propriety for . 
appropriation. Let the vote be taken, and let th. 
people judge. 

The proposition is to recede from the amend- 
ment to the joint resolution which provides pay. 
ment for those laboring men, who have bee 
brought from their homes and employment in 
other cities by promises of constant work, anq 
kept here under promises and expectations held 
out to them that they would be provided for i 
they remained. Andin support of the Proposition 
1 understand it has been represented that these 
poor men have withdrawn all pretensions to this 
claim; that they are perfectly willing that this 
amendment should be stricken out of the bill, and 
the appropriation be made for continuing the work 
without making them any allowance at all for the 
time they have been induced to remain here, and 
almost compelled to lose. I have good reason fo; 
saying that this is not so; that they have not with- 
drawn that claim, and never will, as, in my opin- 
ion, they never ought. To recede from the amend- 
ment, will not only not be in accordance with thei; 
wishes or their feelings, but in opposition to both, 
as it will be destructive of their hopes of relief. 
The superintendents of the work—those who have 
brought these poor mien here, with false promises, 
and kept them here upon delusive expectations— 
these are the individuals who are now for casting 
off their dupes and their victims, and setting them 
adrift upon the world, without a dollar to pay the 
debts which they were compelled to contract to get 
bread for their own mouths and those of thei; 
wives and children. These are the individuals 
who are willing—nay, urge us—to recede from 
the amendment. No wonder. They have received 
their own compensation all the while, whether em- 
»loyed or not, and are to continue to receive it. 

hey are therefore willing and desirous to remove 
all the obstacles out of the way of their own inter- 
est, no matter upon whom the hardship shall fall. 
No wonder, I repeat—no wonder! How charac- 
teristic of him who speculates upon the necessities 
of the laboring poor! Kindness of look and ot 
voice, and loud professions of sympathy for want, 
until the poor dupe is converted into use! But 
the moment after he has been used, and is n¢ 
longer useful for the particular end in view—and 
especially if he stands in the way of another end 
—he is repulsed with insult, cast aside in scorn, 
and, if occasion require, even trampled under foot 

Mr. President, I will read a communication | 
received this morning from a number of these poor 
men: 








W AsHINGTON, -4pril 12, 1852. 

Sir: The undersigned, stone-masons and laborers who 
have been induced to come to this city from various parts 
of the country for the purpose of obtaining work upon the 
extension of the Capitol ; who have been induced to com¢ 
here in compliance with the request of the Government, as 
contained in advertisements in the newspapers published 
in the city of New York and elsewhere ; who, having ob 
tained work during the last season, were further induced to 
bring on our families, or make arrangements to abide her: 
permanently, and that at the expenditure in many instances, 
of all our available means ; who have, in compliance with 
the above-enumerated reasons, and for want of due addi 
tional appropriations by Congress to carry on the work, beet 
without employment since its suspension ; who, in conse 
quence of the loss of wages sustained by us on account 0! 
the refusal to give us employment, are now destitute among 
strangers, and without credit—bave had the still further 
mortification to witness the failure in the lower House 0! 
Congress of the bill remunerating us for this loss of time 
We are at aloss to know what course it further becomes 
us to pursue. Ouronly hope is that our friends—the friends 
of the laborer—who occupy positions of influence will len« 
us their aid. 

We therefore appeal to you, and solicit your good offices 
in aid of justice and humanity. 

Yours, most respectfully. 
Hon. Soton Bortann, United States Senate. 


Many of these men know are in a state 0! 
utter destitution. Some of them have had the 
very beds taken from under their wives and chil 
dren, and sold inthe market-place to purchase the 
means of living. During the suspension of the 
work, they have had to incur debts which they 
are now utterly unable to satisfy; and unless they 
obtain these means, they will be turned out o! 
house and home, without money, without a change 
of clothes, and without food. his, sir, added to 
their own simple, modest, and to my heart, most 
touching letter, makes up my appeal to the Senate 
for justice and humanity to these poor men. Let 
it pass for what it may be worth. I have no more 
to say. 
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The question being taken on receding from the 
Senate’s amendment, which provided for the pay- 
ment of the laborers during the time they have 
heen unemployed, it resulted—yeas 30, nays 16; 


as follows: 

yEAS—Messrs. Atehison, Badger, Bayard, Bell, Ber- 
rien, Bradbury, Clarke, Clemens, Cooper, Davis, Dawson, 
pouglas, Feleh, Fish, Geyer, Gwin, Hamlin, Hunter, King, 
Mangum, Miller, Morton, Sebastian, Seward, Shields, 
smith, Spruance, Stockton, Underwood, and Upham—30. 

NAYS—Messrs. Adams, Borland, Brodhead, Cass, 
Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Hale, James, 
Jones of Iowa, Norris, Rusk, Sumner, Wade, Walker, and 
Weller—16. 

So the Senate receded from its amendment. 

Mr. HALE, agreeably to previous notice, asked | 
and obtained leave to bring in a joint resolution; | 
which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That 
the architect appointed by the President of the United 
States to superintend the work in the construction of the 
additions to the Capitol, be, and he is hereby authorized to 
examine the claims of the workmen to indemnity for the 
joss of their time during the suspension of the work upon 
said additions, for the want of an appropriation ; and that 
the said architect allow to said workmen, respectively, as 
were suspended from labor during the pendency of the joint 
resolution making such appropriation, with the encourage- 
ment that upon said appropriation being made, their labor 
would again be required by the Government, and who in- 
termediately had no opportunity of obtaining employment 
in the city of Washington, such reasonable indemnity for | 
loss of wages for labor during the suspension of the work, 
as, under the circumstances of their respective cases, jus 
tice and equity may require; not exceeding, however, in 
any case, the average rate of the earnings of said workmen 
in the employment of the Government for a like preceding 
period of time. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a petition of Thomas G. Clinton, praying 
that the reasons which influenced the chief exam- 
iner of the Patent Office to grant E. S. Renwick a 
patent in 1850; for an invention identical with one 
for which a patent was refused William Wheeler 
in 1847 and 1848, be required of the Patent Office; 
which was referred to the Committee on Patents 
and the Patent Office. 

Mr. HUNTER presented the petition of Susan 
Campbell, asking for a pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PAPER WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion by Mr. RUSK, it was 


Ordered, That the petition of L[saac Houston, on the files 
of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on the Post Of 
fice and Post Roads. 


REPORT FROM A STANDING COMMITTEE. 


Mr. GWIN, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the memorial of Purs- 


THE CONGRESSIONA 


' Then the honorable Senator from Tennessee can 


| get an opportunity to address the Senate. 


; are prepared to hear him. 


|| ever, sat silent a long time. 


It is 
true, that some days ago this day was assigned 
to take up these resolutions on non-intervention; 
but the spoliation bill was made the special order 
at amuch earlier period, and is entitled to priority. 

Mr. CLARKE. I think there will be no in- 
convenience to the honorable Senator from Michi- 
gan (Mr. Feccn] if my motion prevails. The 
observations he has to make he has, probably, so 
perfectly at command, that he will have no diffi- | 
culty in presenting them to-morrow as well as to- 
day. ‘To-day was assigned for the consideration 
of these resolutions. ‘The honorable Senator from 
Tennessee has had possession of the floor for 
some time, and has yielded it on several occasions. 
At this moment he is prepared to go on, and we 
In consideration of 
these circumstances, | hope that an opportunity 
will be accorded to the honorable Senator to pro- 
ceed at once. In that case he will get through 
early, and the consideration of these resolutions 
will not be again pressed on the Senate so as to 
interfere with other business. I trust that the 
Senate will accede to the request. 

Mr. BRADBURY. I call for the yeas and 
nays. 

‘he yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BELL. I have certainly never witnessed 
an instance of this kind before. After the deter- 
mination which has been manifested by so great 
a number of gentlemen to take up the French 
spoliation bill, it would be utterly discourteous in 
me to press any claims, which [ may appear to 
have, to the attention of the Senate. 1 have, how- 
I was willing, in the 


| first instance, that this subject should be postponed 


er T. P. McBlair, asking to be allowed credit for | 


certain payments to forward officers of the steam- 
ship Princeton, submitted a report, accompanied 
by a bill for his relief; which was read, and passed 
to the second reading. ‘The report was ordered to 
be printed. 


ST. GENEVIEVE PLANK ROAD. 

The engrossed bill, to grant the right of way to 
the St. Genevieve, Iron Mountain, and Pilot Knob 
Plank Road Company, was read a third time and 
passed, 


NON-INTERVENTION. 
Mr. CLARKE. 
all prior orders of business, that the joint resolu- 


tions, which I had some time since the honor to 
present, on the subject of non-intervention, and 


I move the postponement of | 


which were assigned for consideration to-day, and | 


upon which the honorable Senator from Tennes- 
see [Mr. Bet] has the floor, may now be taken 
up. 

_Mr. CASS. That will place my colleague (Mr. 
Feicn] in an awkward position, for he got half 


through his speech yesterday, and yielded the floor | 


for a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. BADGER. I have been in similar cireum- 
stances for two months. 

Mr. CASS. I hope the Senator from North 
Carolina does not mean to intimate that that should 
be a precedent to us a'l, and that we should be so 
long hatching“an egg as that. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. BRADBURY. I hope that this motion 
will not prevail. It will be recollected that the 
honorable Senator from Michigan (Mr. Fercu]} 
has not concluded his speech, and it is my wish 
that we may go on with the bill that was under 
consideration yesterday, and sit till we get a final 
vote on it. Let us decide one question at a time. 


Senate. 


for ten days, in order that the apportionment bill, 
and the deficiencies bill, and one or two other im- 
portant measures, should be taken up and dis- 
posed of, thinking that these bills might be disposed 
of in that time; but that not being done, | waited 
ten days longer. With any will or disposition 
to address the Senate on this question, it appears 
to me that personal respect for myself would re- 
quire that | should not yield. The honorable 
Senator from Maine [Mr. Brapsury] pressed me 
privately to yield. 1 told him that | was awk- 
wardly situated; that | was in a ridiculous posi- 
tion if, thinking it of any importance that I should 
address the Senate on this subject, I should yield. 
The honorable Senator from Maine postponed the 
taking up of the French spoliation bill until yes- 
terday, the very day before the day fixed for the 
consideration of the resolution of the Senator from 
Rhode Island. In regard to these non-interven- 
tion resolutions, and the remarks I had to make in 


| rezard to them, I referred it to the judgment of 


the Senate when they should be taken up for con- 
sideration, because | supposed that it would make 
no material difference to me when I addressed the 
I was as well prepared three weeks ago 
as | am now; but, after the manifestation of gen- 
tlemen in regard to taking up the French spolia- 
tion bill, I feel that I must yield; and, in doing 
so, I give my heartfelt thanks to the Senator from 
Rhode Island for his endeavors to call up this 
subject. 

Mr. SHIELDS. I am satisfied that the Senator 
from ‘T'ennessee is mistaken in the vote which has 
just been taken on the call for the yeas and nays. 
My impression is, that in rising to sustain the call 
for the yeas and nays, the desire of Senators is, 
to assign the floor to the honorable Senator from 
Tennessee; because I do not believe that there is 
any Senator who will vote against a motion which 
is uniformly conceded as an act of courtesy. 
There is no Senator on this floor more uniformly 
courteous than the Senator from Tennessee. He 
has deferred making his remarks from day today, 
until to-day—the day which the Senate assigned 
him for the purpose; and | really am astonished 
and surprised that my friend from Maine should 
have asked for the yeas and nays, on the motion 
to take up these resolutions. 

Mr. WELLER. Iam somewhat surprised at 
the ground upon which the honorable Senator 
from Maine places nis opposition to taking up the 
non-intervention resolutions to-day. It will be 
recollected that on Thursday last, in order to ac- 
commodate the honorable Senator from Louisi- 
ana, [Mr. Downs,] I made a motion, which he 
was precluded from making, as he had voted in the 
minority, to reconsider a vote in the Senate con- 
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curring in anamendment made as in Committee of 


the 


ole on the apportionment bill, to enable 


| the Senator from Louisiana to submit an amend- 


ment, with the understanding that the discussion 
upon that bill had closed. Yesterday, it came up 
in its regular order again. It was sull unfinished 
business; but the Senator from Maine ! Mr. Brap- 
BURY] then insisted that the French spoliation bill 
should be taken up, notwithstanding the effect 
would be to postpone the apportionment bill. And 
now, after the apportionment bill has thus been 
driven over—I do not know how long—to-day, 
when the time has arrived—a time which was 
fixed ten days ago—tor the consideration of the 
subject upon which the Senator from Tennessee 
has the floor, the Senator from Maine demands 
that we shall proceed with the French spoliation 
bill. The Senator from Ilinois [Mr. Satecps]) is 
right, when he suggests that I desire to record my 
vote against the proposition of the Senator fron 
Maine, [Mr. Brapsury.} 

Mr. BRADBURY. Thehonorable Senator trom 
Illinois [Mr. Saiecps| remarked that he was sur- 
prised that I should insist on proceeding with the 
orders of the day. If the honorable Senator had 
attended to the course of the discussion, | think he 
would have withheld that expression of surprise 
Yesterday was assigned for the consideration of 
the French spoliation bill, and the friends of tha 
measure did not occupy the floor five minutes; the 
honorable Senator from Michigan took the floors 
againstit; he had proceeded with his speech, but had 
not closed when the Senate adjourned, and was 
entitled to the floor to-day. His colleague [Mr 
Cass] addressed the Senate, expressing the hope 
that the Senator might be permitted to conclude his 
remarks. It was under these circumstances, and 
in accordance with the wish expressed by the hon 
orable Senator from Michigan, [Mr. Cass,} that 
his colleague might be permitted to conclude his 
speech commenced yesterday, on a subject which 
had been made the special order for to-day, that I 
desired the Senate to refuse a postponement for any 
other subject. Itis under these circumstances that 
the honorable Senator from Illinois gives utterance 
to the expression of his surprise. [tis now mor 
than two months since the bill, to which | have 
alluded, was made the special order; but one bill 
after another is pressed on to take the precedence 
It is for the Senate to do as it pleases. !n appoint 
ing me chairman of the committee it placed the bill 
in some measure under my charge. [tis a subject 
that my constituents have comparatively little in 
terest in, and if those Senators, whose constituents 
are much more deeply interested in the passage ot 
the measure, see fit to have it thrown over to th: 
end of the session, | can make no further obje: 
tion. I wish only to do my duty. 

With regard to the honorable Senator from 
Tennessee, | would observe that it was from no 
discourtesy to him that [ opposed the motion to 
postpone the special order. | know the uniform 
courtesy and kindness of that distinguished Sen 
ator, and there is no one to whom | would more 
cheerfully render any act of courtesy: but as his 
speech was to be made on a subject of no very 
yressing importance to the country at this moment, 
f hoped he would consent that the Senator from 
Michigan should conclude his remarks. If th 
French spoliation bill is postponed now, | do not 
know when it is to come up again. 

Several Senators. To-morrow! To-morrow 

Mr. CASS. I fully accord with all that has 
been said by the Senator from Illinois in regard t 
the courtesy which is due to the Senator fron 
Tennessee. No member of this body is more uni 
formly courteous than that Senator; and in ex 
pressing the hope that my colleague might be 
allowed to finish his remarks, I had not the most 
remote idea of exhibiting any discourtesy. How 
ever, | would simply remark that my colleague 
commenced his speech yesterday on the Frene! 
spoliation bill, and gave way to the motion of th 
Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Maneum] to 
adjourn, and he was entitled, on every principle 
of courtesy, and by uniform practice, to go on 
to-day. 

The ionorable Senator from North Carolina 
says that he gave way. So he did, voluntarily; 
but nobody would have stopped him. Is it, there 
fore, surprising that I should have risen to ask 
that my colleague should be allowed to go on with 
his speech? Such a thing as a refusal in an in 
stance of this kind has never happened before. 
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' 
i beg to assure the henorable Senator from 


Tennessee that it is not with the least discourteous 
feeling toward him that [ have made this request; 
and, in taking my seat [ will say, that my colleague 
most cheerfully gives way, and hopes that the 
Senator from ‘Tennessee will go on with his re- 
marks, which I have no doubt will afford us alla 
great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. FELCH. I have not the control of the 
bili which was under discussion yesterday, and as 
the Senate very well understands, | have uni- 
formly voted against taking it up. I commenced 
some remarks yesterday, however, in regard to 
it, and I costuiely did desire to conclude them to- 
day. Lam aware that it must be a dull speech 
upon a dull subject, and I wished to get it off my 
hands as soon as [ could conveniently. But I 
most cheerfully yield, if it can be understood that 
{ can proceed to-morrow and close my remarks. 


Mr. BRADBURY. I will, with the consent of | 


the Senate, withdraw the call for the yeas and 
nays. 
Consent being given, the call was withdrawn. 
Mr. BADGER. 
I hope the Senator from Maine will have no hesi- 
tation, after what has been said by the Senator 
from Michigan, (Mr. Fetcu,]in giving my friend 


from Tennessee an opportunity to be heard to-day. | 
And | was about to add, that L have given notice | 
that on Thursday I should ask the Senate to take | 
up a certain matter, to the consideration of which | 
I have some claims upon the courtesy of the Sen- | 
ate; but rather than interfere with business which | 
Senators are anxiousiy pressing upon the consid- | 


eration of the Senate, if they yield now to the 
‘ . ry a . 
Senator from Tennessee, on Thursday | will 
waive any purpose | may have then to address 
the Senate. 


The motion to postpone all previous orders, for | 
the purpose of resuming the consideration of the | 
joint resolutions relative to non-intervenuon, was 


then agreed to. 

Mr. BELL then addressed the Senate for two 
hours and a half against the ittervention doctrine. 
{His speech will be found in the Appendix. ] 

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, | know that the 


Senator from Michigan [Mr. Fevcu] desires the | 
floor to-morrow to continue his remarks upon the | 
French spoliation bill; and that the Senator from | 


North Carolina (Mr. BapGer] is waiting for a day 


to finish his speech, commenced some two months | 


ago, 


1am willing to occupy any portion of the 


time of the Senate that it shall allot to me, in the | 
course of a few days, on the subject which is now | 


under discussion. 
Several Senators suggested to-morrow week. 
Mr. COOPER. 
week will bea convenient day. I have no objec- 
tion, if that be the pleasure of the Senate. 


time, and I wish to do so at such time as will | 
best suit the convenience of the Senate. I move | 
to postpone the further consideration of these reso- 
lutions until to-morrow week. 

Mr. HUNTER. I would suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Pennsylvania, that the deficiency bill is 
pressing upon us. 
to-morrow or next day. 

Mr. COOPER. 
subject until to-morrow week. 


Mr. HUNTER. 


1 am willing to agree to that day. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXPEDITION TO JAPAN. 

Mr. BORLAND. 
somewhat in the nature of a personal explanation 
of my own course with regard to the resolution of | 
inquiry which I introduced some time since in re- | 
lation to the expedition to Japan. I stated to the 
Senate the other morning, that I should call it up, 
and ask its consideration again. Since then, at 
the request of other Senators, | have agreed to let | 
it lie, for the reason that a Senator proposes to in- | 
troduce a similar resolution in Executive session, 
calling for the information to be communicated by 
the President to the Senate in Executive session. 
It is proper that I should say that € do not ap- | 
prove of such a proceeding, but as many who de- | 
sire this information as much as I do, seem to | 
think that will be the better course, | have agreed | 
to tt, not yielding, however, my opposition to all | 
such proceedings in Executive session. 

On motion, the Senate adjourned. 


I was going to mention that 





It is suggested that to-morrow | 


I de- |! 


sire to submit my views on the question at some | 


I must endeavor to get it up | 
My motion is to postpone the | 


I hope we shall get through 
the deficiency bill by that time; but, at all events, | 


I desire to make a remark | 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuespay, April 13, 1852. 


The House met at twelve o’clock, m. 
by the Rev. Lirrieron F, Morgan. 

The Journal of yesterday was read. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I rise toa privileged ques- | 
tion. The resolutions which I had the honor to | 
introduce yesterday, from the Legislature of the 
State of Maine, are reported in the Journal as | 
having been referred, in part, to the Committee on 
the Post Office and Post Roads, and in part to the | 
Committee on Roads and Canals. I moved to | 
refer them, in part, to the Committee on Roads | 
and Canals, and in part to the Committee on Pub- | 


lic Lands. Ll ask that the Journal may be cor- | 
rected. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair recollects per- | 

| fectly well that the gentleman did ask to have them | 

referred to two different committees. 

Mr. GOODENOW. I ask that the Journal | 
may be corrected, by inserting ‘*the Committee | 
on Public Lands,’’ instead of ** the Committee on | 
Roads and Canals.”’ 

The SPEAKER. Thecorrection will be made. | 

The Journal was then approved. 

The SPEAKER. The first business in order is 
the bill to enforce discipline in the Navy. The 


on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee, obtained the 
floor. 

Mr. STANTON, of Ohio. I rise to a privi- 
leged question. I move to reconsider the vote by 
which the House, on yesterday, refused to sus- 
pend the rules, so as to enable the gentleman from 
Mississippi [Mr. Brown] to intreducea resolution 
relative to the public printing. 

The SPEAKER. 


that motion is not in order, 


cept Monday, the Chair thinks the action of the 


House in relation to such motions must be con- | 


fined to that day. 
Mr. STANTON. 


motion to reconsider might be made now, so that 
it would come up as unfinished business on Mon- 
day next, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion 
that it has been the practice.of the House not to 
allow motions to reconsider motions to suspend 
the rules. All action upon such a motion must be 
confined exclusively to the time at which the mo- 
tion was made, he Chair, however, will con- 
sider the question of order, so that the gentleman 
may have all the benefit of it to which he is en- 
titled. 

Mr. STANTON. 
voted upon this motion yesterday, as doubtless 
did a good many others, without knowing what 
the resolution was. If l had known, I should have 
voted differently. 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair will say to the gen- 
| tleman from Ohio, that upon examination he finds 

that the House, during the last session of Con- 

gress, decided that a motion to reconsider a motion 


to suspend the rules was not in order. The Speak- 


er made that decision, and the House acquiesced 
In conformity to that precedent, the Chair now 
decides that the gentleman’s motion is not in 
order. 

Mr. FREEMAN. Iask the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Sranron] to give way for a mo- 
ment, in order to allow me to present certain res- 
olutions from the Legislature of Mississippi. 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. 
that purpose, 

Mr. FREEMAN then, by unanimous consent, | 
introduced the following resoluuons; which were 
severally disposed of as indicated below: 

A memorial of the Legislature of Mississippi, | 
asking an nae to remove a sand bar from | 
the mouth of the Pascagoula river; referred to 
the Committee on Commerce, and ordered to be 
printed, 

A memorial and resolution of the Legislature of | 
Mississippi, asking a donation of the public lands | 
to the New Orleans and Jackson Railroad; referred 


to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered || 


to be printed. 


ee : . . . . = 
A joint resolution of the State of Mississippi, | 


_ asking a donation of the public lands to aid in the 
‘ eonstruction of the Gulf and Ship Island Railroad ; 


Prayer 


| 
| C 


motion pending is to recommit to the Committee |! 


In the opinion of the Chair || 
It not being in order | 
to move to suspend the rules upon any day ex- | 


I did not suppose it was in | 
order to suspend the rules, but 1 thought the | 


I wish merely to say that I | 


1 will yield for | 
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| referred to the Committee on Public 


April 13, 


ordered to be printed. Lands, and 


A memorial of the Legislature of Missi 
praying for the erection of a custom-house 
Biloxi, and also for the delivery of the mail twice 
a week between Biloxi and New Orleans and ine 
termediate places; and a weekly mail from Jack. 
son to Mobile; referred to the Committee on Cor : 
merce, and ordered to be printed. i 

Mr. SCUDDER, by unanimous consent 
sented certain resolutions from the Legislaty 
Massachusetts, instructing the Senators and re. 
questing the Representatives from that State to 
use their influence to procure an appropriation to 
prevent the destruction of Cape Cod harbor, in that 
State; which were referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHANDLER, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a preamble and resolutions from the Lecis. 
lature of Pennsylvania, requesting the Senators and 
Representatives from that State to use all proper 
means to have some action taken by Congress for 
the construction of a canal around the Falls of the 
Ohio river, at Louisville; which were referred to 
the Committee on Roads and Canals, and ordered 
to be printed. 

Mr. HOUSTON. I desire to inquire of the 
hair if the morning howf has commenced ? 

The SPEAKER. It has commenced, 

Mr. FLORENCE, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented certain resolutions of the Legislature of 


Ssippi, 


pre- 
re of 


| Pennsylvania, instructing the Senators and request- 


ing the Representatives from that State to use all 
honorable means to prevent any further extension 


| by Congress of the Woodworth patent, for an 


improvement in the method of planing, &c.; which 


| were referred to the Committee on Patents, and 


ordered to be printed. 
Also, a preamble and resolutions of the Legis- 


lature of Pennsylvania in relation to constructing 


a canal around the falls of the Ohio river at Louis- 


| ville; which were referred to the Committee on 


Roads and Canals, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ROBBINS, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented resolutions from the Legislature of Penn- 
sylvania upon the same subject; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Roads and Canals, 
and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. JOHNSON, of Georgia, by unanimous 


| consent, presented a memorial and_ resolutions 


from the Legislature of the State of Georgia, pray- 
ing for the establishment of a depét of arms at 
the Sand Hills, near Augusta, in that State; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Af- 
fairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CHASTAIN, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a memorial from citizens of Cobb county, 
Georgia, praying that the Woodworth patent 
should not befurtherextended; which was referred 
to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, the memorial of citizens of Polk county, 
Tennessee, and Murray county, Georgia, asking 
for the establishment of a mail route from Sylco, 


| Tennessee, to Fancy Hill, Georgia; which was 


clary. 


referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads. 

Mr. DURKEE, by unanimous consent, pre- 
sented a memorial of the Legislature of Wiscon- 
sin, praying Congress to restrict the jurisdiction 
of the district court for the district of Wisconsin; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


r. ST. MARTIN, by unanimous consent, 
presented resolutions from the Legislature of the 
State of Louisiana in favor of the purchase of 


| Grant’s Pass, and the establishment of a harbor or 


breakwater on Lake Pontchartrain; which were 
referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Also, a resolution in favor of the establishment 
of a naval depét at New Orleans, Louisiana; 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. TAYLOR. I ask the gentleman from 
Tennessee, [Mr. Stanron,] to allow me to offer a 


bill, of which previous notice was given some 


weeks ago. 

Mr. STANTON. I cannot give way for that 
purpose; I gave way for the resolutions to be in- 
troduced from State Legislatures, but I cannot for 


"any other purpose, because it would consume too 


| 
| 
\ 


much of my time. 
Mr. HUNTER. I ask the gentleman ape: 
mit me to introduce a memorial of one hundred 
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and twenty-one members of the Ohio Legisla- | 


wre. 


Mr. STANTON. I will yield for that pur- 


Pe. HUNTER then, by unanimous consent, 
presented the memorial of members of the Ohio 
Legislature, in relation to the wire suspension | 
pidge at Wheeling; which was laid upon the table | 
and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. TAYLOR. I hope the gentleman will not || 
object to my intreducing my bill, and having it || 
referred. 
Mr. STANTON. There are a dozen gentlemen 
upon the floor asking the same privilege, and if I 
yield to one, I shall have to yield to them all. 


DISCIPLINE IN THE NAVY. 


Mr. STANTON, of ‘Tennessee, said: [ would 
not press upon the consideration of the House, 
the bill which comes up this morning, if I were 
not impressed with the absolute necessity of some 
action upon the part of the House, to complete 
what the Senate has already done in reference to 
this matter. 

When the subject was up one day last week, 
the House was addressed by the gentleman from 
Virginia, my colleague upon the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, [Mr. Bococx,] who gave so clear 
and distinct an exposition of all the questions in- 
volved in the bill, that it will be necessary for me 
to say but little in addition. There are, however, 
some things which fell from the lips of the gentle- 
man from Michigan, [Mr. Stvart,] and also of 
the other gentleman from Virginia, who addressed 
the House upon this subject, (Mr. Mitzson,] 
which require some notice from me. 

In the first place, it was stated by the gentleman 
from the Norfolk district of Virginia, [Mr. Mit- 
son,] that this bill was originally presented in the 
Senate in a different form, but that it had been 
amended in such away by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, that he supposed the Senate did not know 
what it was when it adopted these amendments 
as a substitute, but supposed they were adopting 
the original bill. Now, this is a very serious 
charge to make against so grave a body as the 
Senate of the United States. It amounts to nothing | 
more nor less than that the Senate of the United 
States did not know what they were about, when 
they changed the whole form and substance of 
this bill, and sent it to us in its presentform. The 
gentleman ought to do justice to that body. I learn || 
that it is true, that this bill was originally intro- | 
duced into the Senate as stated by the gentleman 
from Virginia, but it is equally true that, by the 
unanimous vote of the Committee on Naval Affairs 
in the Senate, one of the members of that com- 
mittee was instructed to report the amendment, 
which gave the bill the form in which it was sent 
to this House. The object of the committee was, 
I am informed, to present the two plans distinctly | 
before the Senate, in order that they might know | 
exactly what they were about, and that they might 
then determine between them; not for the purpose 
of blinding their eyes, but for the purpose of || 
opening them, and enabling them to know exactly || 
what they were doing. It was for the purpose of || 
presenting the subject clearly and unequivocal! 
for their decision. This was done, and the bill {| 
comes here with all the force which follows from 
a deliberate investigation, and an intelligent de- 
cision upon the part of the Senate of the United | 
Sates, if that be entitled to any consideration in 
this body. 

The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Srvarr] 
stated that he should be opposed, under any cir- 
cumstances, to giving this high discretionary 
power to any single individual, and especially, he 
said, to the officers of the Navy of the United 
States, not appointed avcording to merit, but, as 
he said, occupying their positions by mere acci- 
dent. Well, sir, if the officers of the Navy are 
promoted not according to merit, but by accident, 
it is not the fault of the Committee on Naval | 
Affairs, nor is it the fault of the Senate or House 
of Representatives. The power of the President 
of the United States to promote officers, or to ap- 
point them in that branch of the public service, or 
any other, cannot be controlled by either House of 
-ongress, or by both; because it is a constitu- | 
tional right of the President, by and with the ad- 
vice and consent of the Senate, to appoint such 
officers as he pleases. I know that the system 
has grown up. I know that it is theeustom upon 





| Army and Navy by seniority. 
|| has felt the evil of this system for a long time. 


| the Executive entirely? 


| the principle of seniority. 


the part of the President to appoint officers in the 
The country 


The Naval Committee of this House have made 
various attempts to correct it, but, sir, the cor- 
rective is entirely within the power of the Presi- 
dent of the United. States. He is not bound to 
appoint officers by seniority; he ought not to ap- 
point them by seniority, and he does not so 


| appoint them, altogether regardless of qualifica- 


tions. 

Mr. STUART, (interrupting.) Will the gen- 
tleman allow me to ask him a question ? 

Mr. STANTON. I will, of course. 

Mr. STUART. Does the gentleman intend to 
lay down the principle that it is not within the 
power of Congress to establish by law the mode 
in which the officers shall be appointed ? 

Mr, STANTON. Certainly | do. Unless the 
gentleman can change the Constitution of the 
United States, which gives to the Executive that 
right, | do not see how he can contend for the 
proposition that it is in the power of Congress to 
control the appointment of officers on the part of 
the President. The Constitution says that— 

** The President shall have power, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, to make treaties, provided two 
thirds of the Senators present concur; and he shall nomi 
nate, and by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
shall appoint embassadors, other public ministers and con 
suls, judges of the Supreme Court, and all other officers of 
the United States, whose appointments are not herein other 
wise provided for, and which shall be established by law ; 
but the Congress may by law vest the appointment of such 
inferior officers as they think proper, in the President alone, 
in the courts of law, or in the heads of Departments.” 


Mr. STUART. Now, I want to ask the gen- 


| tleman if he intends to say that Congress may not 


by law define the mode of the selection, and that 
they are compelled to leave it to the discretion of 
Because if he means to 
say that, I differ with him. 

Mr. STANTON. Mr. Speaker, Congress has 
the power to vest the appointment of inferior 
officers in the President alone, or in the Courts, 
or in the heads of Departments. But Congress has 
not the right, by anything I can see in this Con- 
stitution, to prescribe whom the President shall 
appoint. Accordingly, the President has always 
exercised the power to appoint officers in the Army 


| and Navy, by seniority, by merit, or altogether to 


disregard the whole corps in the service, and take 
others not before in the service. And I apprehend 
that, by the terms of the Constitution, it would 
not be in the power of the Congress of the United 
States to control the discretion of the President 
in his appointments to office. I believe, so far as 
I am concerned, that the officers in the Army and 
Navy of the United States ought to be appointed, 
partly upon the principle of merit, and partly upon 

inci i ] say it would not be 
proper altogether to disregard iadth of service, 
where this service had been faithful, and where 
the officers are capable and fit for the place. It 


| would be unusual to disregard such length of ser- 
| vice, and unjust to do so; at the same time, it would 


be equally unjust and injurious to the public ser- 

vice to disregard merit. 
One of these gentlemen—the gentleman from 
Michigan, (Mr. Stvuarr]—has spoken of a total 
revision of the code for the government of the 
Navy. I agree with him entirely; and I must ad- 
| mit that the measure now before the House is but 

a partial one, designed to meeta present exigency, 

but not going to the whole extent of the difficulty. 
| L admit, and contend, as fully as he does, for the 
absolute necessity of a complete and entire revis- 
ion of the code by which the naval service is gov- 
erned. And this opinion is not new to myself, or 
to the Naval Committee; for during the last Con- 
gress I had the honor to present to this House a 
report, No. 35, in which this sentence is con- 
tained: 

** With regard, however, to the naval laws, they are old, 
and have been the subject of complaint—well-founded 
complaint—for many years. ‘The attention of Congress 
has frequently been invited to the subject. The ‘ rules and 
regulations’ now in force by law for the government of the 
Navy are old, barbarous, savage, and cruel. Since they 
| were enacted, every State in the Union has modified and 
altered, not only its laws, but its constitution.’’ 

And, sir, with that report, I was instructed by 
the Naval Committee to introduce a bill, which 
was 
the Whole, and there it slept the sleep of death, 
| as almost all the bills which have been introduced 
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continue to sleep, from the little interest manifested 


| in the subject by the great mass of the members 


oresented and referred to the Committee of 


of this House. In that bill it was provided, ‘*that 
‘it shall be the duty of the President to cause to 
‘be prepared a suitable code of laws for the Navy, 
‘and submit the same to Congress as soon as prac- 
‘ticable, for such further action as may be re- 


| *quired.”’ 


Now, sir, I am instructed again by the commit 
tee to report a bill containing a similar clause 
providing for a complete revision of the code 
of naval laws. The Naval Committee did not feel 
itself prepared—and | think | may say did not 
feel itself capable—of doing justice to a subject of 
this kind. te is a great subject—one of mach in- 
terest—one requiring extensive knowledge, ns well 
as experience, on the part of those who should 
undertake to preseribe a code of laws for the gov- 
ernment of the Navy. How could any of us, 
who have never croased the ocean, and who know 
nothing of the practical workings of these laws on 
board a ship, undertake to prepare such a code? 
New, it is proper, and I conceive that it is the 
only proper mode, to call upon the President to 
present the views of the Navy Department, and 
of such officers as may be required, to give their 
advice in order that Congress may act on the sub- 
ject with proper intelligence and discrimination, 
establishing a code worthy of the age in which 
we live, and worthy of a free, republican people. 

And in this matter of promotion, so far as tt ts 
in the power of Congress to control it, the Naval 
Committee have repeatedly, since | have had the 
honor of being a member of it, presented bills for 
the purpose of accomplishing all that is im the 
power of Congress to accomplish towards that 
end; and I have now ready to be reported a bill 
which I think will be very effectual to the aceom- 
plishment of that object; not that we can control the 
discretion of the President in making his appoint- 
ments, but we can enable the President, and re- 
quire him, to get rid of all officers incapable of 
doing duty. 

But, sir, to come down to the provisions of this 
particular bill. I have already said that it does 
not reach the whole code of naval laws; that it is 
partial, and therefore temporary in its characte , 
and designed to meet a particular exigency which 
Is pressing upon the country, a d which, | think, 
must be met for the good of the service. But ob- 
jections have been made to the particular provis- 
tons of this bill. 

The first is, that this power is given to the com- 
mander of a ship, and 1s placed in his discretion 
without control; and the opposite proposition pre- 
sented by thegentleman from Virginia |[Mr. Miut- 
SON] is the establishment of a court-martial— 
a summary court-martial, as he calls t—to be 
convened on board of ship for the purpose of pun- 
ishing these offenses. It will be necessary for 
me to add but little to what has been so well said 
by the gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Bococ«.} 
I think that he has shown the insufficiency of the 
proposed system, its inapplicability to the purposes 
for which it was intended, as stated by the gen- 
tleman from the Norfolk district, [Mr. Miiisen. } 
It is true that this was first proposed by a board 
of officers; not, however, as gentlemen are probably 
aware, from choice, not because they ever would 
haveselected that mode of enforcing discipline in the 
Navy from choice, but because they believed that 
the feeling which controls the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia, (Mr. Mixxson,] probably would control both 
branches of Congress, and that they would not 
be able to obtain anything better. 

Now, in addition to the objections stated by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Bocock,} | think 
but very little reflection is necessary to see that 
this is the worst system that can be devised—worst 
for the service, and worst for the sailor himself. 
The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Bocock} has 
well depicted the bad consequence that would re- 
sult from bringing up a sailor before a court, on 
board of a ship, and confronting him with his 

| commanding officers, and permitting him to argue 
and dispute with them; for, unless you give him 
the right to defend himself, it is worth nothing. 

But I say there is a still graver objection, and 
that goes to the advantage of the sailor, too. 

I say that this court-m urtial, on board of a ship, 
will be but a mockery. | say you cannot or- 
ganize a court there which will do justice, as a 
court ought to do justice, upon thetrial of a sailor. 


\| from the Naval Committee have, and I fear will | You will thereby divide the responsibility between 






















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































the captain and two lieutenants; whereas, by the 
system proposed in this original bill, you leave 
the responsibility undivided in the hands of the 
captain. In the one case, you establish a court 
that is not responsible for its decisions, except us 
those decisions may be impeachable in the same 
manner in which the decisions of any other court 
are impeachable; but in the other case, you place 
the sole responsibility upon the captain, not as a 
court, but as a military commander, having the 
right to inflict punishment, to a certain extent, for 
otienses of a certain character. I say, that this 
would be better for the sailor, and he would be 
more likely to have justice administered with 
mercy, than by the decision of an irresponsible 
court of three officers, assembled in the cabin of 
a ship, or upon its deck, who would enter into 
such an investigation, as in all probability would 
be allowed upon such occasions. 

Look at the circumstances of the case. What 
does a sailor know about defending himself? 
W hat does he know of the quirks and quibbles of 
the law? I wonder, sir, very much that these gen- 
tlemen did not also provide for an attorney on 
board a ship, to assist in the defense of the sail- 
ors, and tell them upon what points they might 
rest their defense, and te conduct and argue it fur 
them. 

But, sir, there is another objection to this sys- 
tem of court-martials on board a ship, and it is 
this: That on many of the public vessels you can- 
not get the officers required by this bill, on the 
terms of it, as presented by the gentleman from 
Virgfnia, because they are not upon board a ship; 
and then, in other instances, you will take all the 
officers, or nearly all the officers, on board from 
their duties; and, while they are trying the sailor 
in the captain’s cabin, or.on the quarter-deck, the 
ship will be in the hands of somebody else, and 
you thus give an opportunity for all the difficulues 
and dangers of mutiny and insubordination which 
this bill was intended to prevent, by taking the 
officers from that supervision which is indispens- 
ably necessary for the safety of the ship and the 
honor of the service. 

lt seems to me, sir, that the fundamental difficulty 
in the minds of gentlemen in this case, arises from 
the fact that they leave out of view the great and 
important principle that the Navy of the United 
States is a military establishment; that military 
discipline is necessary; and that you must sanc- 
tion and clothe the commander of a military estab- 
lishment, whether upon land or upon sea, with a 
certain degree of absolute power, which is indis- 
pensable. It has been so in all ages of the world, 
And is so now in all countries of the world. Sur, 
when this subject was up upon a former day, | 
attempted to call the attention of the House to the 
character of a ship-of-war. I then said, that one 
of our large ships—a ship-of-the-line—having on 
board something like one thousand men, would 
take the bone and sinew out of a town of ten 
thousand inhabitants, thus taking them away from 
wll the ties of family and society, and crowding 
them together in one ship—one structure, and iso- 
lating them from all other society, on the broad 
and boundless sea. I said, sir, that independent 
of the military nature of the establishment, the or- 
dinary principles of government could not be 
adopted upon such a vessel. Whiy, sir, look at 
the merchant service. A gentlemanof this House, 
well acquainted with such matters, informed me, 
the other day, that even in the merchant service— 
not upon ships-of-war, but in the merchant ser- 
vicee—there were such difficulties under the new 
law, of inforcing discipline, that the sailors were in 
the habit of using the lash upon each other, They 
take a delinquent sailor and flog him, thus carry- 
ing out the old system; and when they are prose- 
cuted for it upon shore they deny it, and know 
nothing aboutit, so that it is impossible to convict 
the offenders. This shows, that in the merchant 
service, upon the seas, very strict discipline is ab- 
solutely necessary, and opposite to that which 
obtains, or can obtain, in civil society upon shore; 
but when you add the element, the military ele- 
ment, to this establishment; when you consider 
the necessity of military discipline for military 
purposes, the necessity becomes infinitely stronger. 

Now, sir, | was not an advocate for flogging 
sailors with the lash. I think that mode of pun- 
ishment was liable to great abuse, and was objec- 
tionable in its very nature; for it was calculated 
to degrade and disgrace the sailor, leaving upon 
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him the mark which constituted the brand of his | 
degradation. I have always understood, sir, that 

it was for this reason chiefly, if not entirely, that 
it was objected to; and the law was repealed by 
both Houses of Congress, not because the pun- 
ishment was inflicted in a summary manner by the 


|; commander, but because of the character of the 


punishment, and its liability to abuse. Upon a 
former occasion, I said that it was liable to abuse, 
because, in the moment of passion, or anger, an 
officer might direct a sailor to be whipped, and 
afier the punishment no reparation could be made. 
L contrasted that mode of punishment with the 
modes prescribed in this bill in which it is chiefly 
length of ime which constitutes the severity of 
the punishment; and upon reflection, | think the 
mode of punishment prescribed in this bill is not 
liable to abuse in as great a degree as the mode 
formerly in use. But, sir, 1 never for a moment 
doubted the indispensable necessity of placing 
some mode of summary punishment in the hands 
of the commanding officer of a ship. 

Now, sir, I will call the attention of the House 
for a few moments to the changes which I pro- 
pose to make in this bill, for the purpose of meet- 
ing what | take to be the sense of the House. | 
do not know how far I have been able to ascertain 
the sense of this House, but my desire has been 
to conform this bill in all of its provisions to the 
prevailing sentiments of this body. I stated, 
when | first spoke upon this subject—although | 
did not enter fully into the matter, because I did 
not think it necessary to do so—that | thought the 
punishments provided in the Senate bill were of a 
very serious character, and that some of them 
were almost too severe, but that [ relied upon the 
character of the officers of the Navy to deal justly 
and mercifully with the sailors under their com- 
mand. I was disposed to present but few amend- 
ments to the bill at first, in order that it might pass 
as speedily as possible, for the benefit of that portion 
of the Navy then about to leave the United States. 
In the first place, sir, to meet one of the objections of 
the gentleman from Virginia, | have, in the amend- 
ments I propose, confined the punishments to 
any of those enumerated in this bill. I have re- 
duced the length of time which the officer may 
prescribe as punishment in any one of the cases 
provided for in the bill. First, by discharge from 
the service with bad-conduct discharge, and of sol- 
itary confinement in irons, single or double, on 
bread and water, provided no such confinement 
shall exceed ten days. Thus, you will perceive, 
reducing the time from thirty to ten days. So, 
also, in solitary confinement, single or double- 
irons, | have reduced the time from thirty days to 
ten days. I havealso reduced the time of confine- 
ment not exceeding three months to two months; 
also by providing that loss of pay shall not exceed 
one month; whereas in the original bill it was 
three months. Now, the gentleman from Virginia 
{Mr. Micxison] has made one of his strongest ob- 
jections against, what he considered, cruelty in 
reducing the rations of sailors, and confining them 
to a diet of bread and water. Now, sir, there are 
many offenses committed by sailors on board of 
ship which might be controlled by the 

Mr. MILLSON. The gentleman is mistaken; 
I did not object to the cruelty of the punishment, 
for the gentleman will find that my own substitute 
provides a similar punishment. ' 

Mr. STANTON, of Tennessee. I certainly so 
understood the gentleman, or perhaps I may have 
confounded his remarks with those of the gentle- 
man from Michigan, [Mr. Stewarr.] 

Mr. BOCOCK. My colleague certainly did 
object to a man being confined in irons and put 
upon bread and water, at the same time. 

Mr. MILLSON. That is what I objected to. 

Mr. STANTON. I have often heard, and I am 
disposed to believe it is true, that there are many 
sailors in the Navy of the United States who would 
much prefer, if they had the option, taking twelve 
lashes with a colt or cat, to being deprived of their 
grog for a single week. Many of our sailors, sir, 
would submit to twelve lashes rather than be de- 
prived of their tobacco; and I think, therefore, 
that one of the best modes of punishment is thus 
depriving them of, or reducing, their rations. But 
this infliction is well guarded by other provisions 
in the bill, so that it seems to me no one can take 
exception to it. The provision is as follows: 

‘* Provided, That no sentence to solitary confinement 





shall be directed to be carried into execution until the sur- || giving the sailors $16, or $18 per month, instead 
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| amined the prisoner and certified that it can be do 


| tence, the execution of which would, in the 


| this punishment; and then the question ¢& 


| ment for any cruelty he may exercise towards t! 
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geon or senior medical officer on board at the time, has » 
’ & i 


ne with 
be the dury of 
part ot any sen. 
; : . Opinion of t 
said surgeon, or senior medical officer, produce such ~ 
jury.” q 


out serious injury to his health; and it shall 
the commander to remit the whole, or any 


Now, sir, if the sailor is to be punished at 
surely there is no provision that can be more hy,’ 
mane and merciful than this, that « hile under th. 


| infliction of the punishment, his health sha! not 
| suffer. 


I think, therefore, sir, upon the wt 


b ° “Ui. 
that no objection can be taken to the severity «? 


; mes t 
the single point, whether there shall be for these 


inferior offenses, requiring prompt and energetic 
correction, a court-martial organized upon boay } 


a ship under circumstances, when it must be ma, 
| ifest to everybody, that a fair and impartial 
| quiry cannot be given to the prisoner; when yoy 


divide the responsibility among those judges who 
are not responsible by impeachment; whereas 
upon the other hand, you put the responsibility 
upon one man as commanding officer, upon his 
military honor and responsibility to the Govern. 
the 
sailors. 

I will here stop to repeat what I have already 
said, that | believe, on some occasions, the lash 
has been abused in the Navy. The cases are 
probably not frequent, but some may be showy 


/in which it has been abused; and if anybody 


is responsible for the repeal of the law autho, 
izing flogging in the Navy, it is those officers who 
have been guilty of abusing it. But the correec- 
tions were in the power of the Government; and 
so it is the duty of the Government to see that 
these punishments are not cruelly inflicted in the 
service, and there would be a better guarantee fur 
due responsibility and the application of the proper 
correctives upon the principle of inflicting punish- 
ments at the discretion of the commander to this 
_ limited extent and for these particular purposes. 
I say, the responsibility would be greater, and the 
correctives more easily applied, than if you esiab- 
lish a court, which, in the nature of things, is irre- 
sponsible. 
But the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Srv- 
ART] objects to the latter clause of this bill, the 
| latter section, which provides an asylum for the 
| sailor after serving twenty years; and he [Mr. 
| Srvart] says that he is willing to raise the pay of 
| the sailor, so as to get a better class of sailors, 
| Now, sir, this bill virtually accomplishes that ob- 
| ject; and it raises the pay of the sailor by giving 
him a bounty of three months’ pay every two 
years, upon the condition that he has served faith 
fully | received a good-conduct discharge at the 
end of his period of service. It gives him the ben- 
| efit of three months’ pay, which is twelve and » 
| half per cent. additional pay to the other already 
received. Well, now, sir, the additional induce- 
| ment to the sailor is the clause which gives him 
| half-pay for lifein a naval hospital or asylum after 
| he has served continuously for twenty years, witha 
| good-conduct discharge at the termination of each 
| period of his service. Now, I ask the gentleman 
from Michigan, (Mr. Stuart,] if his proposition, 
simply to add four or six dollars to the pay of the 
| sailor, without making it dependent on good or bad 
' conduct, is the best? or, whether he would prefer 
| to do it in the shape of areward for good conduct’ 
Which would be most effective in its operation 
upon the discipline of the Navy? It would be to 
give to the valet for his good conduct a reward, 
and withhold it as a punishment for his bad con- 
duct. 

Mr. STUART. I would like to answer that 
| inquiry upon this point. My object, as I stated, 
| was this: to increase the pay to secure good men 
who are meritorious, and therefore would act mer- 
| itoriously, and then there would be no necessity 
| either for rewards or punishments. I insisted that 

if you would elevate the price to a standard suffi- 
cient to secure good men in the Navy, they could 
| be as well obtained for that purpose as for any 
| other business. That is true as a principle, and 
| would be true in practice; -and it would be far 
better economy than to spend your time, and that 
of your officers, and their pay, in beating and 
| oppressing men who were unfit to be in the naval 
service. That was the point | made. 
Mr. STANTON. I understand the substance 
| of the gentleman’s argument to be this: That by 
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